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MORENCGI, MICHIGAN 49258, PHONE (313) 45B-2224

June 18, 1974

Dept. of Natural Resources o

Water Regources Commigeion R E c E E V E D
Pointe Mouillee State Game Area :

R.F.D. #2 JUN 19157

Rockwood, Michigan 48173
DEPT. OF NATURAL RESQURCES

Attn: Mr, John Bohunsky, Reginal Engineer PTE. MOUILLEE S: G. A.
Mr. Wayne E. Denniston, P.E.
Mr. Roy E. Schrameck, P.E.

Gentlemen: | _

Thank you for -your 1etter of May 10 197&lconcerning the

We are happy to report that the new sewer line was completed
by Juhe-lS, 1974 and the emergen¢y overf10w line to tﬁe creek hﬁs
been permanently plugged with concrete. We now flow all wastés
to our combined.wasﬁé.sump, as showﬁ on the sketch attached';o my
letter dated April 19, 1974.

We anticipate no more difficulties and are also taking steps
within ocur process to eliminate operator error as you disgussed.
.Unless I hear franycu I shall consider this file closed. Thank you,

| : Very truly yours
\ '- ! Richard G. Speed P.E.

| | Manager of Plant and
T _ Industrial Engineering

RGS/ih

cc: R. Dube
J. Wilkenfeld
A, Katona




//«f-fE_:.‘ e 2w COMmTEany

MORENCI, MICHIGAN 49256, PHONE (313) 458-2224

April 19, 1974

. . . ' ’ Ao W e NS
Water Resources Commission RN GRS

Department of Natural Resources

Steven T. Mason Bldg., 8th Floor vator el

Lansing, Michigan 48926
Attn: Robert Courchaine, Chief Engiﬁeer.

Gentlenen:

‘The attached report and sketch detail an emergency spill-
age which occured at our Morenci, Michigan plant on April 18,
1974 at 10:30AM. As stated in the report this was the result
of an operator errer in overfilling a storage tank. Through
-a combination of circumstances a spill of approximately 800
gallons of a dilute solution containing sodium phosphate, sod-
ium carbonate and small amounts of zinc phosphate occurred.

We have since cleaned out the sump to keep the existing
sump pump operable as shown on the sketch. We have a new
sewer line ordered which will eliminate the present pumping
reguirement, and we believe this will correct any deficiencies.
The overflow'line to the river will then be permanently capped.

On the afternoon of April 18, 1974, Messrs. R. Schr -ameck
and C.C. Bikfaloy of the Water Resources Commission visited
the plant site and were given a tour of the area. We explained
the situation to their satisfaction and they indicated agree-
ment with our plan.

| Véry truly yours

. e
/A,/ ,//’/""m!cpcp

Richard G. Speed P.E.
Manager of Plant and
Industrial Engineer

RGS/jh

cc: - R. Dube
' J. Wilkenfeld
A. Katona

A .
Artachmeant

£02
VNI o




THE PARKER COWPANY ACCIDENTAL SPILLAGE REFORT = .

DATE . 4- 18 74 | _,
LOCATTION Morenci Mlchigan Plant

‘PERSON BEPQRTING Rlchard G Speed Manager of Plant and Industrlal Englneerlng LI

DECRIPTION AND CAUSE oF SPILL(S) 0perator overfllled tank which flushed into sump ovéffiiiiﬁék?
sump. Emergency overflow went to The Tiffin River (Bean Creek) causing whlte preclpltatg_of R
soda ash and some dilute zinc phosphate. _ : _ T

ESTIMATE OF SPILLED QUANTITIES (LBS) 800 gailons dllute sodium carbonate and:phosphdte in szer”'

slurr ' S
ACTION TAKEN TO ABATE POLLUTION Installlgg new sewer line to main collectlon sump “;

AGENCIES CONTACTED N REGABD 70 ACCIDENTAL SPILL
Frank Baldwin ( TEL: 571-373-1947)

Regional Water Quality Administrator

Department of National Resources

District No.l : .
Rockwood, Michigan '

A. Katona

Fnvironmental Health

Hooker Chemical

Niagara Falls, N. Y. 14302 -

“rameck and C.C. Bikfaloy - Viewed site on 4-18-74
msources Commission R
. of Natural Resources



ANVAWOD d3XdVd 3HL

*HIIW

'IInzew

frt-beE QIVFAYO INF VIMIZ AN

ol 20 110

[YTLrs

3 BoNwg

La ey

=

ot e A

' . 3-?%?.‘30 Ade JGM\JS

I

19vTels MW

o

a 931

wo v 1R

¥lann
aMVL

. o
wova AR “

H

!

{

|

!

i

: WAk KX \L
PR
i

]

i

I

i
_

l

[ o ?.

aany

"

Jiy e

2 9al

O T d T, T T LT I,

- .
VHIELTRE VIR IR TS T4 FoA2

FIITA IR

4 718w
SU—q- :ql-

—oo:

...H.L

e

[

20 bacd o @

uﬂ\n.!rfrn,llrrir.rht

T el e rmr—

PV TND PP AL

\ 1avave 13} s uree
- [] 9| 1]
" oA ’ } To ! IFITIRILET]
p-tolil R oav
\F:m@ﬂdﬂﬂnﬂ_,
: XT3
T e .
. ¢ vy TPV ....r:...l L
T eare ] .".:
— TTIATIIaHAD E ave o .
Y § viov g ssnemzcys ﬂw i [P |
3 0e11 B SRV I TTT - % oan __
Lo L. 1 i
MLELL et g Tt e e
S - o, 207
' ’ _* HOtHA -
guiBaIvTe
odu-q ___
.:.ud.:-..:‘.l.:a d ' 1-59-02:_:‘- - !xllll.ll === n;_.. ¢ -
gy) A998 ’ / e.n“u“_-l T
T euis ! v - -
» Yisd ! ; .y
3 .
8 :
w ] ;
.ﬂnblr\;.kal K.DYU_E F



To:
From:

Date:

W@TER RESOURCES COMMBION

Memorandum
W. Denniston SUBJECT: Zinc Phosphate loss to
: Bean Creek
R. Schrameck Parker Company
Morenci

4-18-74

Chuck Bikfalvy and the writer received a call in Adrian from Wayne
Denniston, District Engineer, at about 1345 on this date that the
Parker Company in Morencl had accidentally lost an unknown quantity

of zinec phosphate, sodium phosphate and acid to Bean Creek. The
Company discovered the loss about 1030 and as soon as they ascertalned
the material might reach Bean Creek, they activated their incident
plan: and notified Lansing at about 1055. Mr. Richard Speed, Manager
of Plant and Industrial Engineering, attempted to contact Messrs,
Bohunsky or Baldwin but they were not available. He left a message
that the Company had an accidental spill to the Creek but due to

faulty communicatlons his call was not returned until sometime after
1300.

We proceeded to Morenci immediately and checked Bean Creek at Morenci
Highway in Morenci. The ereek appeared normal and had a litmus paper
pH of about 7. There were no signs of dead or dying fish in the area.

Mr., Speed relayed the following information about the incident.

The Parker Company, a Division of Oxy Metal Finishing Corporation,
formulates surface conditioners such as cleaners and phosphate coaters

for the metal finishing industry. They have about five heated mixing=-
storage tanks for zinc phosphate in the basement of one of their buildings.
An operator overfilled one of these tanks by about 800 gallons and the
material flowed over the floor to a drain and then to an outside collectlon
sump. The volume of material exceeded the capacity of the lift pump in the
collection sump and flowed to the creek via an old cracked roof header
drain. This sump normally collecte waste waters from surrounding sections
of the plant and storm water and conveys it to the main collection sump

by use of the sump pump. All process and cooling waters, as well as

storm water run off from the plant area, is normally discharged to the
municipal sanitary system and on to the Morenci sanitary lagoon system,

Mr. Speed indicated that the sump contained sodium carbonate, lime and
sodium hydroxide. He felt that when the hot zinc phosphate hit the
cold water solution in the sump that the zinc probably dropped out and
the pH was nearly neutralized. The quantity of sludge they had to
remove from the sump verified this theory to him. He indicated that
the material discharged to the creek was a white turbid flow and felt
that it would be primarily calcium phosphate and/or sodium phosphate.
He had no idea how much of the 800 gallons actually reached the creek.



: ;'-'0:

From:

Date:

reau of Water Management a d

ER RESOURCES COMMISSION

Memorandum
W.Denniston SUBJECT: Zine Phosphate loss to
' Bean Creek
R. Schrameck Parker Company
Morenci

4=18=74

There was no discharge from the creek outfall when we arrived,

Mr. Speed showed us a purchase order written on 3-4=74 to install

a gravity sewer from the sump in question to the main eollection '
sump thereby eliminating the pump. He also said he would plug the old
sewer going to the creek. They have apparently been waiting on the
contractor to install the necessary sewer connection., This should
eliminate this type of incident in the future. Mr. Speed was advised

" that he must file a written report with the Commission within ten days

and that he should indicate the pending construction in this :epo:t.'

After leaving the plant, we checked‘the bridge erossings on Bean Creek
for a distancg of about five miles downstream. Although the turbidity
in the stream seemed to increase slightly downstream, there was no

discernible pH variation and no indication of any dead or distressed
fish in the creek, . :

Mr. Speed told us that shortly after he called Lansing, people were
observed sampling Bean Creek at Morenci Highway. It appears that
this may have been the sampling crew from Comprehensive Studies, and
this data will be checked when available to determine if any changes
in water quality were noted.

No further action is indicated on the part of staff at this time,"

cé: Jbﬁn Bohunsky

RS:gm
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i STATE OF MICHIGAN
NATUWARAL RESQURCES COMMISSION

.M. LAITALA
Chairman

WATER RESQURCES wOMNIISICN
JOHN P.WOGDFLRED

Chairman
CARL T. JORHNSON ALVIN R. BALDEN
Viee Chairma
HILARY F. SNELL WILLIAM G. MILLIKEN, Governor 1o¢ Chairman

HARRY H. WHITELEY
CHARLES G, YOUNGLGOVE

CHARLES D. HARRS

" JOHNE. VOGT
STANLEY GUACKENZUSH
THOMAS E. JAMES

DEPARTMENT GrF NATURAL RESOURCES
STEVENS T. MASON BUILDING, LANSING, MICHIGAN 485826
A. GENE GAZLAY, Direcior ’

Pointe Mouillee State Game Area JOHN H. KITCHEL, M.O
RFD #2
Rockwood, Michigan 48173

May 10, 1974

Mr. Richard G. Speed

Manager of Plant and Industrial Eangineer
The Parker Company

Moarenei, Michigan 49256

Dear ¥r. Speed:

Receipt of your April 19, 1974 incident report is hereby acknowledged.

We would like to thank you for your immediate attention to notification

of our agency and submittal of your incident report.

The corrections outlired in your report and cover letter should adequately
prevent this type of loss from reaching Bean Creek in the future. We
would request correspondence from you indicating when the new sewer line
is installed and when the by-pass line to the river has been plugged. We
would hope thet as the contract on your new sewer was let on March &,
1974, that sufficient pressure can be exerted on the local contractor so
that the line is installed by no later than July 1, 1974,

Ia addition to your proposad corrections, we would suggest that you
consider the possibility of high-level alarms on your mixing taaks oxr
possibly interconnect overflows among your taanks so as teo utilize all
avalilable storage in the event another overfill does ccecur. This would
serva to give added protection to the Company and municipal sewer systeus
in the event of a future mishap.

if you sheculd have any questions rezerding thls correspondence, please feel
ree to contact this office, or Mr. Joha Sonunsky, Regional Engineer, in
ar Lansing office. :

[« I T

Yours Truly,

VATEL XESQUACES COMMISSION
1) ~ L
L
Z. Dennlston, PLE.

ngireer
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MICHIGAN WATER RESOURCES COMMISS 0N
| | - Memo randum

| "ofﬂcc, l talked to Hr. Apgur of . the. Ohlo Bivision
1 the Coh-hns 0ffice. .Né had very Vittle additional
srred e to the Findlay Offlce. ) contscted

e District Supervisor.of the Findlay Office.

ey first recelved Informetion of desd. fish In Benn- '
péning:of July 23. A farmer )iving near. the

né: rwud the fish kiil to thelr Olstrict Game :

* trl‘u_ qf_ tha =

ut:lu &ll polnu of the urm At lmunnd th&t
were Ilmited to an ares beginning In moreaci and ending.
yirds from the Ohio line. It was their investigetors
that the killing was caused by a toxic waste from what they
‘belleve 'to be & wire mgnufacturing company In Morencl. A complete
aport of ll".lr Imutlg.tlon ulll b. fomrdod to this offlco.v

imn:lgnlon shouhl be ndo to unmlm If waste coﬂtrol Is needed
.apy-of the Industries in Morencl. A mnlclpal sewage trutmnt
fﬂclllw is now under construction.




Jamen A. Rhodas

Governor
Fred . Marr ‘_‘:

Nepartment Director

DIVISION OF WILDLIFE
DEPARTMENT OI' NATURAL RESOURCES

July 24, 1964

Mzr. Ralph Purdy

Michigan Water Resources Commission
Statiom B

Lansing, Michigan

Dear Mr. Purdy:

om July 23, 1964, by public service, 1 advised that I would forward a copy of ouwr
game protector's investigation report om his pollution investigation in Beaver Cre
in Fulton County, Ohio this date. Mr. Marvim Rittenhouse, our Fulton County Game

Protector, has had to delay this report due to his imcapacitation resulting from a
broken arm sustained durimg his investigation. In order to provide you informatiom

st the earliest possibla date, I have summarized our knewledge of this pollution a3
followe:

Mr. Dale Johnson, a rural resident of Fulton County, Ohio, lecated within ona mile !
of the Ohio-Michigan line om Fulton County Road "T", advised Mr. Rittenhouse on

July 22, 1964, that he bad observed dead fish and other fish in distress in Beaver
Creek on his property om Saturday, July 18, 1964. At the tims of his investigatiom
on July 22, Mr. Rittenhouse found no dead fish in Ohio. However, upstream observati
indicated the presence of dead fish im the stresm im Michigan. Mr. Rittenhouse foun
that dead fish were present to the outlet drain of the Parker Eust Proof Divisiom of
Hooker Chemical Corporation at Morenci, Michigan. He obtained five water samples
from the stream at different locations and a samples from the draim of this corporati
These samples have bsen taken to our laboratorizcs in Columbus for enalysis. This
amalysis imnformacion can be provided to you as socm as available,

A similar fish ¥ill in this stresm was reported by Mr. Dale Jobnson end investigated |
by Marvin Rittenhouse and Carl Bsker, ona of cur Fisharies biolegists em Juna 24, 196
During this investigation, it was found that dead fish were preseat both in Ohio and
Michigan and it was determinad at this time that the source was the Hooker Chemical
Corporation. During this investigation, a Mr. Robert Sallows of a HMorenci rural
address was contacted and he advised that the company appeers to placa wastes into the
stream on Tuesdays &nd Thursdays. He also advisad thset once a year usually durimg

mid-summer, they apparemtly cleen their facilities and place largs gquantities of waste
materials into the stresm.

It is hoped that this information will be of assistanca to ycv. AS sova as moxe
detailed {nformetion 13 availahle, we will be plessed to previda 1I to you.

Sincarely yours,

N - i

o) oo e Ui svd
Darrsll Allison

Fish Managomernt Supervisor
¥1ldlife CDistrict Two

957 Live Awenta
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PRC Environmental Management, Inc
233 North Michigan Avenue

Suite 1621

Chicago, IL 60601

312-856-8700

Fax 312-938-0118

HST-605 ‘ PRc

RCRA TREATMENT, STORAGE, AND DISPOSAL FACILITIES
CORRECTIVE ACTION PRIORITIZATION

FINAL REPORT

ATTACHMENT 1

CUMULATIVE SCORING SUMMARY
FOR 1,696 FACILITES

Prepared for

U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
Office of Waste Programs Enforcement

Washington, D.C. 20460

Work Assignment No.

. EPA Region

Site No.

Date Prepared
Contract No.
PRC No.
Prepared by

Contractor Project Manager
Telephone No.

EPA Work Assignment Manager
Telephone No.

R0O5001

5 .

Various

September 30, 1994
68-W4-0007
070-R0500101PR

. PRC Environmental

Management, Inc.
Shin H, Ahn
312/856-8700
Kevin Pierard
312/886-4448



HENKEL CORPORATION, PARKER AND AMCHEN (MID 058 723 867)

Henkel Corporation, Parker and Amchen, formerly Parker Surface Treatment Products, produces
metal-treating chemicals. The facility is located in Morenci, Michigan, and has been in operation
since 1928. Extensive site contamination has been documented, probably as the result of improperly
stored drums. These drums were removed in 1982. The facility is presently permitted to store
15,000 gallons in containers (S01) of D001, D002, D003, and DOO7 listed wastes. Henkel has

submitted a closure pian for their container storage area.

The groundwater route was scored based on limited data indicating the presence of heavy metals such
as lead, zinc, and cyanide in the aquifer of concern. The metals were contained in improperly stored,
leaking drums. The groundwater is the drinking water source and wells are located 50 yards from the

site.

Henkel does not maintain an NPDES permit. Heavy metals and PCBs were detected in Bean Creek,
which runs along the site boundary. The contamination detected in the creek was probably the result
of reported leaking barrels. The use of Bean Creek for recreation is assumed. The distance to a

sensitive environment is greater than 2 miles from the site.

No observed release was scored for the air route. The facility does have an air operating permit.
However, no permit violations have been documented. Drums located outdoors did not have covers
and because baghouse dust fiber packs were strewn across the property. Several organics are stored

in these drums. Residences are located within 1/4 mile of the facility.

On-site contamination from PCB and heavy metals was observed. The access to this site is

unrestricted.

References:

Parker Chemical Co. 1988. Revised Closure Plan. May 12.

MDNR. 1985. CERCLA PA of Parker Surface Treatment Products, Morenci, Michigan.
EPA. 1990. RCRA Part A Permit and Compliance Files.

PRC. 1994. "NCAPS Information Request - Michigan.” Received by Facsimile from MDNR on
February 14.

148
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RCRA PRIORITIZATION SYSTEM SCORING SUMMARY
FOR

'HENKEL CORP. PARKER AND AMCHEN
EPA SITE NUMBER: MID 058723867

MORENCI, MI

SCORED BY: DONNA STROKA/ NICK NIGRO
OF PRC EMI

ON 03/18/94

E GROUNDWATER SCORE : 8B.46
SURFACE WATER SCORE: 60.23
AIR ROUTE SCORE : 20.66
ONSITE SCORE : 85.71

MIGRATION SCORE : 69.33



EPA ID NO.

HENKEL CORP.

WS-1 GROUNDWATER ROUTE

IS THERE AN OBSERVED RELEASE? Y

ROUTE CHARACTERISTICS
DEPTH TO AQUIFER (FT.) : NA
NET PRECIPITATION (IN.) : NA

PHYSICAL STATE: NA
CONTAINMENT :

WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

CHEMICAL NAME OR WASTE CODE NUMBER: LEAD

TOXICITY/PERSISTANCE VALUE: 18
QUANTITY KNOWN? YES

CUBIC YARDS OR TONS: -0
DRUMS ;2163

TARGETS
GROUNDWATER USE: DRINKING WATER

DISTANCE TO WELL (MILES): 0.4

MID 058723867
PARKER AND AMCHEN



- LR B R DR

EPA ID NO.
HENKEL CORP.

W5-2 SURFACE WATER ROUTE

RELEASES
IS THERE AN OBSERVED RELEASE? Y
IS THERE A PERMITTED OUTFALL?

HAVE THERE BEEN PERMIT VICOLATIONS?

ROUTE CHARACTERISTICS
FACILITY LOCATION: NA
24-HOUR RAINFALL: NA
DISTANCE TO SURFACE WATER (MILES): NA

PHYSICAL STATE: NA
CONTAINMENT: NA

WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

CHEMICAL NAME OR WASTE CODE NUMBER: CHROMIUM

TOXICITY/PERSISTANCE VALUE: 18
QUANTITY KNOWN? YES

CUBIC YARDS OR TONS: o
DRUMS i 2163

TARGETS

MID 058723867
PARKER AND AMCHEN

SURFACE WATER USE: POSSIBLE DRINKING WATER QR RECREATION

DISTANCE TO INTAKE OR CONTACT POINT (MILES): O.

DISTANCE TO SENSITIVE ENVIRONMENT (MILES): 3.0

4
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EPA ID NO. : MID 058723867
HENKEL CORP. PARKER AND AMCHEN

W5-3 AIR ROUTE

RELEASES -
IS THERE AN OBSERVED, UNPERMITTED, ON-GOING RELEASE? N
DOES THE FACILITY HAVE AN AIR OPERATING PERMIT(S)? Y
HAVE THERE BEEN ANY PERMIT VIOLATIONS OR ODOR COMPLAINTS BY RESIDENTS? N
CAN CONTAMINANTS MIGRATE INTC AIR? Y |

CONTAINMENT: POOR

WASTE CHARAGTERISTIGS
CHEMICAL NAME OR WASTE CODE NUMBER: CHROMTUM
TOXICITY/PERSISTANCE VALUE: 3
QUANTITY KNOWN? YES

CUBIC YARDS OR TONS: 0
DRUMS i 2163

TARGETS
POPULATION: RESIDENCES ARE LOCATED WITHIN FOUR MILES

DISTANCE TO SENSITIVE ENVIRONMENT (MILES): 3.0



1

EPA ID NO. : MID 058723867
HENKEL. CORP. PARKER AND AMCHEN

' WS-4 ON SITE CONTAMINATION
ACCESS TO SITE: UNLIMITED ACCESS
IS THERE AN OBSERVED SURFACE SOIL CONTAMINATION? Y
CONTAINMENT: POOR

WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

CHEMICAL NAME OR WASTE CODE NUMBER: CHROMIUM, PCBS & HEAVY METALS
TOXICITY/PERSISTANCE VALUE: 3

TARGETS
DISTANCE TO RESIDENTIAL AREAS (MILES): 0.20

IS THERE AN ON-SITE SENSITIVE ENVIRONMENT: N



PRC Environmental Management, Inc
233 North Michigan Avenue

Suite 1621

Chicage, 1L 60601

312-856-8700

Fax 312-938-0118

YT =005

RCRA TREATMENT, STORAGE, AND DISPOSAL FACILITIES
CORRECTIVE ACTION PRIORITIZATION

FINAL REPORT

ATTACHMENT 1

CMLAM SCORING SUMMARY
FOR 1,696 FACILITES

Prepared for

U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
Office of Waste Programs Enforcement

Washington, D.C. 20460

Work Assignment No. RO5001
. EPA Region ‘5

Site No. Various

Date Prepared September 30, 1994

Contract No. 68-W4-0007

PRC No. 070-R0O500101PR

Prepared by PRC Environmental
Management, Inc.

Contractor Project Manager Shin H. Ahn

Telephone No. 312/856-8700

EPA Work Assignment Manager Kevin Pierard

Telephone No.

312/886-4448
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fr‘. ; HENKEL CORPORATION, PARKER AND AMCHEN (MID 058 723 867)
ho o] \j/:k} ANE \H‘f.éj“w
Henkel/ Corporation, Parker and Amthen, formerly Parker Surface Treatment Products, produces
metal-treating chemicals. The facility is located in Morenci, Michigan, and has been in operation
since 1928. Extensive site contamination has been documented, probably as the result of improperly
stored drums. These drums were removed in 1982, The facility is presently permitted to store
15,000 gallons in containers (S01) of DOCI, D002, D003, and DOO7 listed wastes. Henkel has

submitted a closure plan for their container storage area.

The groundwater route was scored based on limited data indicating the presence of heavy metals such
as lead, zinc, and cyanide in the aquifer of concern. The metals were contained in improperly stored,

leaking drums. The groundwater is the drinking water source and wells are located 50 vards from the

site.

Henkel does not maintain an NPDES permit. Heavy metals and PCBs were detected in Bean Creek,
which runs along the site boundary. The contamination detected in the creek was probably the result
of reported leaking barrels. The use of Bean Creek for recreation is assumed. The distance to a

sensitive environment is greater than 2 miles from the site.

No observed release was scored for the air route. The facility does have an air operating permit.
However, no permit violations have been documented. Drums located outdoors did not have covers
and because baghouse dust fiber packs were strewn across the property. Several organics are stored

in these drums. Residences are located within 1/4- mile of the facility.

On-site contamination from PCB and heavy metals was observed. The access to this site is

unrestricted.

References:

Parker Chemical Co. 1988. Revised Closure Plan. May 12.

MDNR. 1985. CERCLA PA of Parker Surface Treatment Products, Morenci, Michigan.
EPA. 1990. RCRA Part A Permit and Compliance Files.

PRC. 1994. "NCAPS Information Request - Michigan." Received by Facsimile from MDNR on
February 14.
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; : : ' ‘ Date: May 14, 1982 T

From: J. E. Hutch1son .

| S o | Depyiﬁc'Manufactur1ng~Morenc1

Subject:  RCRA Inspect1on .

“On May .14, 1982, Linda Koivuniemi, representative for the Michigan
. " Department of Natural Resources, Air Quality Divisien, performed a
..« RCRA inspection of the Morenci facility. Those asked to give their
... input were Richard Speed Richard Fredr1ck Leland Huffaker, and -
{Joyce Hutch1san.

Rt

3L15ted belaw are the items that were suggested by Ms. K01vun1em1 to
;ass1st us “in our RCRA comp11ance.

:v"Log dates of 0utga1ng manifests and date of returned certificate
af disposal and signed man1fests.

37” L1st of waste mater1a1s cons1st1ng oF quality, quant1ty, and/or ‘
'1 v01ume.;j .

' Fo110w up RﬁRA tra1n1ng wwth employees, train Jose’ Dmcc10n.

"For‘aur‘waste Analy51s Plan - keep a record and copies of all tests
wastes, 1nc1ud1ng Panel Department sludge. The records are
._tept at Norenc1.l An operat1ng 109 must be kept as per Sect1on

Ins 1tute a 1og for 1nspect10n of our fence that perxmeters our waste'
material. . This inspection should be done once a week, a1ong with
‘1nspect1on of . storage area as per Section 265 15

i e

eak1ngfcnnta1ners must be transferred 1mmed1ate1y to gaad con= -
Fs, and a11 sp11Ts promptTy and properiy cleaned up, - o

_ '1t‘Emergency Cont1ngency Plan to local authcr1+1es, police ch1ef
Yand fire chief. A letter .should accompany plan requesting the1r sig-
|Aj;nature to confirm that they received such information.

" b . L e la ".-"-'- j i?%ﬂ-ﬁ@‘:ﬁ{%
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s_-SUBJECT -RCRA Inspection
~DATE: May i4 1282 | ‘ .
PAGE °2 G o | - S

7}C105ure P1an - cost estimate must be updated once a year, by May
=19, Be sure {0 date the ‘cost est1mate as per Section 265.75.

‘:737'61f”Tra1n1ng of employees shou?d be updated at least once per year and
L jrecorded as per Section 265.16.

o The RCRA Interim Status Manua1 prepared in 1981 by R. G. Speed and-
4. K. Huffaker, which addressed a1l of the zbove items.as well as
the complete Section 265, texts were most helpful to the inspector.

. This manual shou'id be Updated and reissued.
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j;Linda Kbivuniemi A.Q.D.

'{}éﬁﬁiﬁbﬁ:’ Hooker Chemicals and Plastlcs, Morenel -
U ~ RCRA AND ACT 6!; VIOLATIONS ;

Attsched are: D -

F () Three activity reperts describing my recent RCRA
1 investigations to Hooker Chemicals and Plastics,
‘Morenci.

{2} A letter from John D. Kashner of Hocker dated
Juze 1, 1982,

f3) RCRA inspection report.

(h} ﬂraft EPA Campliance Order.

N;he upused matgrial paid a fee of approxi&étely_ 126“ s

‘per ‘Grun," Then ,‘after I informed the ‘company they er & .

eepting unmapifeste& waste, khey changed and;aai
Ay

S o
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' 10
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negatively to Roy's suggestion for s hydro-survey. : KNOWN I MEETING

‘ . INCREMENTS

RSE4T
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. Memo to File, W.Q.D., OHWM, U.S. EPA Region V
> From Linds Koivuniemi, A.Q.D. Ann Arbor

July T, 1982

Page U

had an serial photo taken showing wastes haphazardly lying around
behind the wal)l of drums showing in this photo., HNote pictures
of this area taken June 22, 1982, #23-38.

May 27, 1982

#22: 12:24 PM: Took with a flash, F 5.6, 125, the reason the flash was
needed was because it had just gotten dark; it started to rain after
this photo was taken.

A. Roy Schrameck collecting sample #4 from areagﬁl. We did not get
pictures of samples 1,2, or 3. All four samples were split with Hooker,
B. Company said this was likely o0il and emulsifier. ESD lab tested and found
pH 3, flash point approximately 190°F.

June 22, 1982: t had rained the night befere these pictures were taken in aresa

#23: 12:12 PM : F 5.6, 125

A, Sample #1 collected by Roy Schrameck in area[és, next to the river.

B. GSample #1 collected from surface of ground next to fence. Note dark-
stained material forming a pathway to the river; also, hole in fence.
Even though it had rained and the barrels and ground were still wet the
storage pad and surface of ground were heavily stained with green-yellow,.
bleck liquid wastes. ' '

#oh: 12:16 PM : F 8, 125

A, AreaA-— west side, collection point for sample #1.
B. This is a wider angle of picture #23, supra. Please note the yellow
green,; dark colored material leaching to river.

#25: 12:17T PM : F 8, 125

A. Semple #2-snother surface ground sample collected a few feet south of
sample #1 in area Eialong river,

B. Note liguid storsge drum in foreground; company could not identify the
contents. We could not collect a sample of this waste because it would
have to be placed in a recovery drum, The fiberpac barrel's outer shell
had disintegrated, Company promised to immediately place in recovery drum
and sample to determine proper disposal and share the sample with the DNR.

#26: 12:18 PM : F B, 250 :

A. ©Same as #25, supra: Close-up of vwhere Roy collected sample #2, sample #2-
visible on sample bottle.

B. Note dark- stained soil.

"4 #2T7: 12:19 PM : F 5.6, 105
A. Approximately U f4. to east of sample collection point #2. Sample #3.
B, Note green-yellow oil-like slick on ground ir foreground.
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: : - J
. ‘ . - ‘
L Chemical Production-lixine __ * Oy \ (D% ). AL ARBOR [o%a
REMARKS: N PROJECT
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\ . v ~ . . - INVESTIGATED
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gd__gf_gtg.pagwg.a_ hut dyums snd.lab. tznmp'lpq 02 VISIBLE EMISSION
sy . : EVALUATION
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—west—side rggearea—vis-this path, Fimlly 103 SOURCE TEST (STAFF)
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=9
of storage area which is on a conerete pad. US GRAB SAMPLE
03 PICTURES TAKEN
Mr. Fredricks and Lee Huffaker accompanied Roy and me whild’
;
“we tollected b =mmpless frowthe proundsmodrmms—were—— |
1
sampled. The drums which we waye most_ concerned about 1
z
_YET%*tWU_hTﬁiY—ﬁEtomDUSEﬂ_piﬁgtitﬁilTEd‘fibpat“harrEiE_ i3
laying on their sides. One of which weas jeaking on to the_H
pround and imd entenr tnto the wood tmt e barret-was 1;
placed on. The liguid was possibly a chromic acid-like '
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s - Ly
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8 I'"\ T
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. e e 1 C. OUT OF COMPLIANCE NOT
Wren 1 had originally seed This conlaminated part of ON A SCHEGULE
- j 5 L . s )
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1‘1“7\.'3{717}3@:5;51_'5.1 there weve obvicus D drainags soue ‘o;‘;, ON A SCHEDULE, NOT |
which were stained dark-not un))“ﬁ 0Tt O i KMOWN I MEETING '
1
e e . - ; - I —d
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Staff Report

Occidental Chemical Corporation
Parker Surface Treatment Products Division
322 Hain Street
Morenci, Michigan

Linda Koivuniemi, DNR Air Quality Division, conducted a RCRA
inspection at Occidental Chemical in Morenci on May 1%, 1982. There were
numerous violations of the RCRA regulations surfaced as a result of that in
inspection. Linda noted that the storage area was generally in poor
condition with what appeared to be chemical residues on-the ground surface,
leaky drums and indications of overland runoff from the storage area to
Bean Creek on the west property line of the company. As as.result of
these observations, Linda contacted the District I Water Quality Division
office on May 17, 1982 and dicussed the potential groundwater and surface
water problems associated with the site with the writer. We agreed to
meet at Occidental Chemical on May 18, 1982 so that I could evaluate the
situation with regard to potential groundwater and/or surface water con-
tamination and possible violations of Act 245, P.A. 1929, as amended.

May 18, 1982

I met with Linda and she furnished me with a copy of the company's
Part A RCRA application and reviewed her observations of May 14, 1982.
Linda and I then went to Occidental Chemical and met with Mssrs. Richard
Fredrick and Richard Speed and advised them that Linda was doing a follow-
up/continuation regarding the RCRA inspection and that I would be inspect-
ing the site relative to possible Act 245 violations. We requested, and
received, permission to inspect the drum storage areas, take pictures and
possibly collect some samples off the ground in the storage areas. Permis-
sion was granted verbilly by Mr. John Kashner, Manager-Manufacturing,
Occidental Chemical.

 All the drum storage areas were undiked and four of the six areas
were on stone or unprotected earth. With reference to the attached sxte
drawing (attachment I), the storage areas are described below: -

1 - Located at the northwest corner of the manufacturing building
on a crushed stone base. This area contained an estimated
200 drums + 5%. Approximately 10% of the drums were damaged
but there were only minimal indications of any leakage onto
the ground. At least one drum had the outer metal completely
rusted out and the remaining “drum"™ was empty.

2 - This area is located just north of the new drum storage biailding
on a concrete pad. The pad was covered with "dirt" and leaves.
There were approximately 1536 drums + 5%, of which about 25%
appeared to be damaged and/or leaking. Several drums had
chemicals on the outside indicating leaks from the drums. There
was "oilly'" residue soaked into the leaves and dirt on the pad
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Arter we collected the drum samples we met with Mssrs. Kashner, Fredrick
and Huffaker to discuss additional RCRA information that Linda needed.
During our disucussion, Lee Huffaker indicated that he felt some of the
stored material would not have needed to be manifested under RCRA because
it had been returned prior to November 19, 1980 when RCRA regulations
took affect.

June 22, 1982

Linda and I met with Dick Fredrick, Lee Huffzker and John Kashner
to discuss the PCB results obtained in our May 18, 1982 samples, collect
additional RCRA information and inspect the storapge area that Linda dis-
covéred during her June 15, 1982 inspection.

Linda once again requested a copy of Occidental's operating record
under RCRA, The company indicated they were still working on putting the
information together. The record would not be done until all materials
were shipped out to Chemical Waste Management. Linda then requested
copies of all the waste characterisation Reports being compiled for
Chemical Waste Management. The company responded by stating that about
80 drums had not been characterised yet because they could not get any
markings off the drums but that samples from these drums had been shipped
to the company's lab for analysis the previous week. '

The company stated that the new storage area Linda had discovered
behind the empty stainless steel drums in area 6, contained sample bottles
from lab samples that sumeone had deposited in the area contrary to
established procedures and two drums of liquid that no one knew anything
about. The remaining drums containea "bag house" dust from the air
scrubbers at the plant.

Linda and I inspected the expanded number 6 storage area. Several
attempts wer® made to penetrate through.to the waste area in question with-
out success. We finally gained access by going along the south side of the
new storage building and 'pushing the west property line fence back and
squeezing between the fence and the drums to gain access to the west por-
tion of area 6. ‘

The area was generally a mess with deteriorated fibre paks of
"bag house" dust having lost their contents all over the concrete pad.

-There were sevesral open top drums of plastic bottles that Mssrs.

Fredrick and Huffaker said were discarded lab sample bottles. When

we entered the area, I could hear a hissing sound from one of the barrels.
Two fibre pak type barrels with plastic liners had fallen over and the
outside shell was deteriorated. Leakage from one of the filbre pak barrels
had eaten through the wooden pallet it was resting on and had partially

~dissolved the cement at the edge of the pallet. There were definite dark

colored stains leading from the storage area, under the fence and toward
Bean Creek. At least two open top barrels contained rusted, disintegrated
aerosol cans once containing material similar to WD-40.

a5
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cussion, the company personnel reluctently agreed that scomeone could have
returned a drum to them that contained other than their product and that
in reality they had no way of knowing what was in all the drums in the
storage area. -

I told the company that we wanted them to do a study of the sediments
and water in Bean Creek above &nd below their facility for organics,
phosphates and metals and a hydrogeological study to determine groundwater
quality and fiow direction. The study plan was to be internally discussed
with Occidental's corporate environmental personnel during a planned July
12-13, 1982 environmental audit with a letter being sent to us by July 23,
1982 committing to the study and giving us a date for a plan submittal.

The south storage area (#6) that we had sampled was to be completely cleaned
up by July 16, 1982.

Mr, Richard Speed from Occidental subsequently contacted the writer
by telephone on June 24, 1982 and advised me that the envirommental audit
had been delayea until July 19-20, 1982, We agreed therefore, to meet
with personnel from the Morenci facility and Occidental corporate staff
on July.9, 1982 to discuss the requested studies. This agreement and our
study requirements were confirmed by letter of June 29, 1982 from the
District I office.

i
July 9, 1982
Linda Koivuniemi and I met with the following personnel from Occidental
Chemical Corporation on this date;
John Kashner, Plant Manager, Morenci
Richard Speed, Environmental Engineer, Morencil
Mike MclLain, Project Engineer, Morenci
Robert Schuttler, Director, Environmental Health and Safety,
Niagra Falls, N.Y.
Neither Lee Kuffaker, Chemist, or Richard Fredrick, Production Superintendent,
for Morenci were in attendance at this meeting.
Several items were discussed during our meeting. A summary of each
major item follows:
PCB Sources - We verified with the company where we collected our
May 18, 1982 samples,
The company is still unaware of any possible PCB sources on the site.
Mr. Schuttler indicated that Occidental had collected a composite
I core of about the first six inches of soil depth in roughly the same
L area we collected our surface sample and found no detectable PCB. I

stated that I did not see how this negated our data at all since their
sample was from a different location and a vertical soil composite,
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whereas our sample was scrappings of the organic layer on top of the
concrete pad.

Site Clean up - The number six storage area clean up was completed
by June 28, 1982, All on-site waste drums from all storage areas

" have now been either moved to inside storage or shipped off-site
to Chemical Waste Management. The company has manifested 1300 drums
for disposal. OF these, the company stated 400 to 500 drums were
waste and the rest were bag house dust.

Company officials now indicate that the drum storage existed for about
18 months, placing the start of accumulaticn.around January 1981.

This is the third variaticn of an accumulation start date that the
company has indicated.

The company agreed that a secure method of determining if a returned
drum had been opened was necessary. They are working on devising a
drum seal method for future shipments.

Bulk loading facility - The only materials that were bulk loaded
into tank trucks were Bonderites. These materials would have
contained metallic phosphate compounds. The hose drainage and

. wash out water from the bulk loading operation is the material
i discharged into the ground through the previously described stain-

less steel drum at the loading facility.

On-site organics would have been contalned in various solvents and
Bonderlub compoundlngs.

Hydrogeological and Bean Creek Studies - Although Mr. Kashner has
implied all along that the Morenci plant supported our request for a
groundwater study, Mr. Schuttler indicated that he did not feel that
such a study was absolutely necessary. We showed him the pictures
taken of the site and explained our concern relative to the leaky
drums and the bulk loading facilities. Mr. Schuttler indicated he
would reevaluate the need for a hydrogeological study and respond

to us by August 4, 1982 as to the company position regarding this
study.

Mr. Schuttler was concerned about the validity of sediment samples
and interpretation of any resulting data from the requested Bean
Creek study. He indicated that Occidental had been involved in
similar requests at other facilities and the merit of the study
was always questionabie when it was completed. I volunteered that
our Biology Section had been involved in numerous creek sediment
studies and never seemed to have a problem ccllecting the samples

. or interpretiung the resultant data. Finally, I volunteered that

5 we would do the creek study and the company could do the groundwater
study.
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Copper {(mg/kg) - 1,800
Nickel (mg/kg) - 1,600
Lead (mg/kg) - 23
Zinc (mg/kg) 36

Note: k means less than
NA means "analytical method has not yet been approved by laboratory"

July 27, 1982

Jack Wuycheck and Dennis Swanson from the Biology Section met the writer
in Morenci to do a stream study in Bean Creek. Sediment and water samples
were collected upstream and downstream of Occidental Chemical. A report
pertaining to this study is being complied by Jack Wuycheck.

While we were doing the study we noted two discharges from Occidental
to the river and two sewage discharges from the Morenci system were noted.
The north (upstream) discharge from Occidental changed colors several times
while we observed it and collected samples. Color variations were grey,
white, brownish and purple at various times.

After we collected our stream samples, we proceeded to Occidental
Chemical and contacted Mssrs. Kashner and Fredrick about the discharge. We
described the location where the pipe was entering the river and neither Mr.
Kashner or Mr. Fredrick had any idea what the source could be. They were
invited to go out and look at the discharge and we left the office and pro-
ceeded toward the creek. On the way, Mr. Fredrick disappeared to get a key
for the gate that they forgot had to be opened. He joined us shortly after-
ward with a maintenance man with a drawing of part of the sewer system serving
Occidental (see attachmentlI). Although the drawing is no longer accurate
relative to Lpildings shown and it is not to scale, it did show that the sewer
system could by-pass to the Creek. We located IMH #106, opened the cover and
discovered that the system was overflowing. The company then contacted .
Morenci DPW to have someone come out and stop the by-pass.

While we were waiting we pulled the adjoining cover and found the
"pegulator” chamber. The sewer system serving Occidental is part of the
Village system, which is a combined sewer system. This particular "regu-
lator" consisted of a slide-gate at the outfail end of the chamber with a
two section low head dam/backwater gate arrangement on the west side of the
chamber. We found a long metal pipe on the company property and tried to
push the backwater gates shut but they would not stay closed. I noted that
water was flowing through the slide-gate opening along only about 25% of
the base. I stuck the pipe down along the gate base to see if it was
blocked and dislodged a considerable amount of greyish colored sludge from
in front of the gate. The flow immediately filled the whole gate base and
the by-pass to the Creek stopped. Sludge similar in physical characteris-
tics to that found in the gate chamber had also been noted previously at
the outfall to Bean Creek.

. - crEm
e
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Date: May 14, 1982 Y

From: d. E. Hutchison'_

 -' - o DEDV{SC‘Manufactur1ng-Morenc1

Subject: RCRA Inspectron .

”Bn May 14, 1982, Linda Koivuniemi, representat1ve for the M1ch19an

“Department of Natural Resources, Air Quality Division, performed a

.~ RCRA inspection of the Morenci facility. Those asked to give their
... input were Richard Speed Richard Fredr1ck, Leland Huffaker, and
:doyce, Hutch1son.

_stted be]ow are the items that were suggested by Ms. K01vun1em1 to

ssist us Ain our RCRA comp11ance.

“:;"Log dates of outgu1wg manifests and date of returned certificate
ef disposal and signed man1fests.

'53-L1st of waste mater1a1s con51st1ng of quality, quantity, andfor -
-ﬁ-valume._* .

‘Fu1low up RCRA tra1n1ng w1th emp1oyees, train Jose' D1cc1on.

oxfﬁur Vaste ‘Analysis Plan - keep a vecord and copies of all tests
n:on wastes, : 1nc1ud1ng Panel Department sludge. Tha records are

0 be kept at Morenc1. An operat1ng 1ug must be kept as per Sect1on
55 73. : S _ , :

fInstltute a 1og for 1nspect1on of our fenre that per1meters our waste
mater1a1 - This inspection should be done once a week, a1ong w1th
'nspect1on of . storage area as per Section 265.15. D _

Review RCRA PTan annua11y._J

Store waste twu d}uns w1de w1th a su1tab1e 6151E to wa]k thru for I

eak1ng'conta1ners must be transferred 1mmed1ate1y to good con- .- }” ;
-1y and a11 sp1115 prompt1y and properiy cleaned up, ‘ -..'

Subriit. Emergency COnt1ngency Plan to Tocal authur1+1es, police chief s
“iand fire chief. A letter .should accompany plan requesting the1r sig- . oiyn
. nature to confirm that they received such information. Lo
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'SUBJECT -RCRA Inspection
-_"DP.TE May 14 1982

?}Closure PTan - cost estimate must be updated once a year, by May
: v19, Be sure to date the ‘cost est1mate as per Section '265.75.

hﬁ'f.ﬁ::fﬂv'oif“Tra1n1ng of employees should be updated at least once per year and
Lo ;recorded as per Section 265.16.

o The RCRA Interim Status Manual prepared in 1981 by R. G. Speed and-
L. K. Huffaker, which addressed all of the azbove items.as well as

the complete Section 265, texts were most helpful to the inspector.
. This manual shuu1d he updated and rejssued.
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HENKEL CORPORATION, PARKER AND AMCHEN (MID 058 723 867)

?mﬁi& ﬁuzj V;'}*j gaJif ;"“‘5=j"’”‘

Henkel/Corporation, Parker and Amchen, formerly Parker Surface Treatment Products, produces

metal-treating chemicals. The facility is located in Morenci, Michigan, and has been in operation
since 1928. Extensive site contamination has been documented, probably as the result of improperly
stored drums. These drums were removed in 1982. The facility is presently permitted to store
15,000 gallons in containers (S01) of D001, D002, D003, and DOO7 listed wastes. Henke! has

submitted a closure plan for their container storage area.

The groundwater route was scored based on limited data indicating the presence of heavy metals such
as lead, zinc, and cyanide in the aquifer of concern. The metals were contained in improperly stored,

leaking drums. The groundwater is the drinking water source and wells are located 50 yards from the

site.

Henkel does not maintain an NPDES permit. Heavy metals and PCBs were detected in Bean Creek,
which runs along the site boundary. The contamination detected in the creek was probably the result
_of reported leaking barrels. The use of Bean Creek for recreation is assumed. The distance to a

sensitive environment is greater than 2 miles from the site.

No observed release was scored for the air route. The facility does have an air operating permit.
However, no permit violations have been documented. Drums located outdoors did not have covers
and because baghouse dust fiber packs were strewn across the property. Several organics are stored

in these drums. Residences are located within 1/4 mile of the facility.

On-site contamination from PCB and heavy metals was observed. The access to this site is

unrestricted.

References:

Parker Chemical Co. 1988, Revised Closure Plan. May 12.

MDNR. 1985. CERCLA PA of Parker Surface Treatment Products, Morenci, Michigan.
EPA. 1990. RCRA Part A Permit and Compliance Files.

PRC. 1994, "NCAPS Information Request - Michigan. " Recelved by Facsimile from MDNR on
February 14.
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PFIIMJARY ACTIVITY |

- -._'_' P ! 01 MAJOR SOURCE

wvater 1f necessary
The company agreed tn have this area & cleaned up and

lesking or leaching vaste In Tecovery drumy by suly 65—
1982 and to heve a study plan by approximately July

6z MINOR SOURCE
03 RESIDENCE
04 MEETING — CONFERENCE

12 or 13 when the parent company's 7 g: TRAINING
conducted at the Morenei facility. au;!.if o
Sourge of PCB's 1?: . :J:

The company informed us that they use only in.ternally E g

generated waste oil for dust comirol; therelore, & SURVEY ACTION TYPE] NO.
_waste oil for dust control from an outside source was not ey
responsible for this—PCB contaﬁ'_ tiom. : INVESTIGATED

02 VISIBLE EMISSION
The company had trmferred and Storcd Reacto-6ond (&d EVALUATION

ily . product)} in area / ;. therefore, they will be
checking to see if this proﬂ.uct is cont

03 SOURCE TEST (STAFF)
0& SOURCE TEST

PCB's through an inadvertent glde reaction. ~ {coMPANY)

N 05 GRAB
I ‘cailed Dave Long (6-24-82) , ESD Leb; he sald that  |oo commrnree., o
there ‘wag practically no chance there wag a la.'b error, ua _ o IR IR S
ppm 'or 5.4% that the oil in the sample #2 vas s:.pr]._::'cv:lzi.nm.'l-.e:.L:(1 5§ et N

MPCB. is" PO T T L

Ba.ve to meke sure ehain or custody was o |qa oo . el o
ma.intained and to save ‘these three samples Y tely |45

, J:Mm_ﬂ_m ‘they“vere Roy's samples ‘|q
; ma.may ‘be ‘importent to éithér & ,e.ivr','ul_cr eriminal - 17 ot N

B L e o | R D L 18 ool
19— o ol

COMPLIANCE'STATUS

bedly . d.eeomposed. plsstic liged fi'berpac arms, as well

= IN COMPLIANCE
conpany thought_the liguid in these two barrels was B. UNKNOWN COMPLIANCE
_mmuimmmmﬁ__ C. OUTOF COMPLIANCE NOT _
‘Code ‘66701 on the Génerator's Waste Management Materiel. ON ASCHEDULE & o . °

' n.__ ONASCHEDULEMEETII\-JG
4 "'INCREMENTS .

EETING ]INCREMENTS‘
‘ i

S

Rceiwd .telephnne ”ééil from Ms*'ﬂs

ARt *i(:‘ "QWW"’»I‘M:&E%’% ﬁ"ﬁdﬁ%%’mﬁﬁf
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D COMPLAINT
o . DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL F' JURCES _ RECEIVED
AIR QUALITY DIVlS-uN D PERMIT
LJ acTion

. ANNUAL COMPLlANCE

12:5?

D NESHAP

NUMEE‘FI AND S5TR EET

P.06

08
1Q

e ; e STAFE I\f_ID.jI"I:
'.3.‘" 4 " i L B s . T Y e T"\;
; C%NT'ACT - ' TITLE COUNTY NO. -
SISTRIGT Ne. 7| ..
| amy g8 | .
- PROJECT.
01 MAJOR SOURCE
02 MINOR SQURGE
03 RESIDENCE
04 MEETING — CONFERENCE :
i = 05 TRAINING
She :I.s a.ssig‘ned tn write a.nd coordinate the enrorcement 07
; k : - : 08
the infomtion I o‘ntaine& since June 1k, 1982 orf to her 08
~within-the pext week 10 j
' | 00 OTHER lexplain) ‘
Enforcement Division on June 23, 1982; SLIFVEY ALTION TYPE|NO. | -1
01 EMISSION POINTS ' o
INVESTIGATED :
02 VISIBLE EMISSION o
EVALUATION ol
: - 03 SOURCE TEST (STAFF) .
or meeting with Hooker on J'a.ne 22 1982 Since the compa::f‘ 5?3355 ;‘Eﬂ' ;
05 GRAB SAMPLE
e P8 PICTURES TAKEN

11
12

13
14

16
16

17

18

18,

|00 OTHER explnl - .
COMPLIANCE S'rA‘rt'Js i)

A, IN COMPLIANCE .
B. UNKNOWN CONIPI.IANCE

RS anm,,.. e

E
Hh Ll
:om‘g ScHEDU "*Eff'mot .
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COMBLAINT i :
g DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL F' “OURCES RECEIVED | l NESHAP '
. 7 AIR QUALITY DIVIL.uN I:l PERMIT E:I \ps
- By i Bl ACTION : ke
: ANNUAL compumce - R
‘,D_mvss-rmAﬂow‘ . .;;‘;'15\"559‘
== COMPLET ,:,-,,,ififr,im‘s =

MM/DD/ A

i

'. NUMBER ANDSTHE-ET E

e

“PRIMARY ACTIVITY

) ] DISTHICT . 1
ik il | PROJECT =

_Dhriiman. Skiah, Permit Engineer sud.I met with Richard 01 MAJOR SOURCE
Speed at the cm to discuss the Permit to Iastall 02 MINOR SOURCE

21‘-3-82 211-1&—82 Bnd. 21'-5-82 ' 03 FRESIDENGE
Dhrumnn needeﬂ. more’ process information and wanted. to 04 MEETING — CONFERENCE
The ¢o© is Saﬂﬂiﬂg 05 TRAINING:
Dh:'uman & letter with the additionsl reguested informa- |47
+ion : 08
' ' 08

_mem since the 10
' processes were not!operating at the time of the meeting,|oo OTHER lexplaini

SURVEY ACTION ° | |TYPE| NO.
01 EMISSION POINTS , ] !
INVESTIGATED |

02 VISIBLE EMISSION
EVALUATION | ey
03 . SOURCE TEST (STAFF1| -
04. SOURCE TEST . DN
[COMPANY) * v sy, Y O
05 GRAB SAMPLE ' -
06 PICTURES TAKEN
0o
10
11 i
112 .

- 100 OTHER law;glain,‘
COMPLIANCE STATUS, .. "
| A, INCOMPLIANCE - |
B. UNKNOWN COMPI..IANCE ;
|c DUT oF COMPLIANCE NOT

L ON A 'SCHE DULE

i HEDUL
"3 mn‘,g:-l-\mu'suw -2t R
EJING INCREMEN

NQ@;}# l’ﬂm‘

CREM
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i ' D COMPLAINT
. DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL I DURCES RECEIVED
i.’.‘ L AlIR QUALITY DIVIS.N D PEAMIT
e, . _ L AcTion

i {ANNUAL' COMPUANCE
.mveswsmou ;
oMPLE‘rED

Nl ESTABLISHMENT -7 R T e ‘\No - ja
[ NOMBER AND'STAEET - . cITY :

'ccm'@c'r : ' — . [TITLE ‘ e NDe
" .| PRIMARY ACTIVITY ‘ ‘ ii o j o .
“REMARKS; : , - PROJECT : I

_pmmmmmmmmumﬁe,mw MAJOR SOURCE . "
lesking., The fi’berpa.c outer shell had broken 'down and |02 MINOR SOURCE
‘ ' pid ' The 03 RESIDENCE
liquid wes corrosive; it had dripped on & eaten D¢ MEETING — CONFERENCE
05 TRAINING ,
07 _ ~.
: ki ‘ 08
clea.ned. up right away, since every‘time it ra.:.ned the 09 1
10 ; e
adjacent to these .'I.ea.kmg dr\ma : o |00 OTHER lexplain) i L
Mr. Fred.ricks did not know vhat was in ":h.eae two SURVEY ACTION . JTYPE} NO.
‘ 01 EMISSIONPOINTS | ° .
company would analyze them to determine proper RIVESTIGATED:
| —disposal and elean up the area. 02 VISIBLE EMISSION

=g o omb " iy L " EVALUATION

—the office T called Ray Schrameck _ |03 SOURCE TEST (STAFF)
of W Q.D. #1 o inform him of this nwl:r d:.scovered 08 SOURCE TEST

, - (COMPANY)

I leﬁ; h:l.m a message to call me when he returned. 05 GRAB SAMPLE
08 PICTURES TAKEN
09
: - —a 10
| -Roy ‘¢alled me back on Monday .06-21-82. Roy hed i
| - -received the results ‘from our 05-18-82 sempling 13

ghowi high levels of PCB's en  the sund ne+4
- |1. .
17 wr § o ¥
18 LA
19

Lo

COMPLIANCE STATUS . ..
A. . IN COMPLIANCE . ...
.E.D. who i.nfomed Ro;r that I’arle did not need to be B. UNKNOWN coupumcs

' toldnoy tg ‘fc'i_]_'l.piriup a.S'pla.nned.. Iyle was not in;

e
IEETING NCREMENTS

o .1xiismr-(sb\1:|i_
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e i:!lz':HIGAN "EPARTMENT OF NATURAL R' SOURCES . o

;'-\

- INTEROFFICE COMMUNICATION

._ 'U Be E?A; Resion V, Ghicagﬁ
: fj_Fﬁd_ﬁa I:inda- Koimiemi, A.Q.D.

1 ]

SUBJECT. Hocker Chemicals and Plastics, Morenci C
: BCRA AND ACT 6!; VIOLATIONS - S e

Attached are :

ey - Threé activity reports describing my recent RCRA - kX
3 investigations to Hooker Chemicals and Plastics,
‘Morenci.

o - (2) A letter from John D. Keshner of Hooker dated
SN L June 1, 1982.,

( 3) ;Rcm. inspection report.

(h) Dra.:i't EPA Compliance Or&er.

Vet

_ceptingﬂ_uma.ﬁifested vaste, .they changed and aaia they‘

ac cep'“b'e'd ynusged ‘product |

,serious viola.tions caused "by 1eak1ng and open hazardous: IHBSh
. ?18 my 'beliei’ that this compaw should be rinea a:nd issued th
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: COMPLAINT
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL R URCES RECEIVED D NESHAF
AIR QUALITY DIVISION
QUALITY o L] nees

ANNUAL COMPLIANCE

. REVISED

- ACTIVITY REPORT
: INVESTIGATION STATUS
' _ COMPLETED e _ ‘
AG-42 GATE MM/BGIYY 1
-os‘-lsa:ae
{ ESTABLISAMENT NG. GUAARTER -~ [NO.
: ‘ : Baghza :
Ho . rker C eal) MAY
NUMBER ANDSTHEET ciTY STAFF ! .[“:0-.‘ | B
_ in Bfrect nei L. Koivuniemd 97|
com,'ac-r TITLE COUNTY NO,
Ri risk Prdtn-Sup't Le L6 ;
PHIMA'HV ACTIVITY DISTRICT, No. |
REMARKS: PROJECT : o
ond) : : i pany's 01 MAJOR SOURCE
hezardous waste storage practices with Roy Schrameck, 02 MINOR SOURCE
i ' i , 03 RESIDENCE
in my previous asctivity report of 05-14-82,there 04 MEETING — CONFERENCE
' i i 05 TRAINING
company's hazardous waste drum storage area, i.e. open 07
; . : i o8
follow up inspection. 0g
) 10
00 OTHER (explaint
more. information for my RCRA report (a an subhorized SURVEY ACTION TYPE| NO- .

Zinspect:.ng 'i:he compa.ny for possi‘ble Act 21lS v:.ulat:.ons.

1eaking d:r:ums loca'bed 1n the compa.uy s hazardous Waste
—-550PRAREe—BYE0:

01

02

04

05
05
o8
10

7fidq SOURCE TEST (STAFF)

EMISSION POINTS
INVESTIGATED

VISIBLE EMISSION
EVALUATION

SOUACE TEST

{COMPANY]:
GRAB SAMPLE.

PICTURES TAKEN

3

~dhep I checked th tg 3
the eompan:f generally had not been noting a.nd correcting

.aisle spa.ce. One pro'blem was cltea in Apr:l.l 1982

-not a Hooker product) hed, been expanding due to warm

11
12
13
14
15
18
17
18

= Yy
i

19
| 00

OTHER (explain}

COMPLIANCE STATUS

A,

‘require$a permit

".l-.

a,pproxmately 20 reet west of s‘sorage area A (diagram
| —etbeched): o.
The < jpformed Roy apd I that the drums had been E.
acx:umula.ting since April 1981, This is apporently & vio-
L. P! 3 gt e, wvhieh F.

IN COMPLIANCE

b Byo &Y KNOWN COMPLIANCE

DUT OF COMPLIANCE NOT .
ON A SCHEDULE

ON A SCHEDULE MEETING
INCREMENTS.

ON A SCHEDULE, NOT
MEETING INCREMENTS

ON A SCHEDULE, NOT
KNOWN IF MEETING
INCREMENTS

.- REB4Z

02 -
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COMPLAINT
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL R URCES RECEIVED - D (NEshas
AIR QUALITY DIVISIUN D-FEHW D \SPS
) . ACTION
ACTIVITY REPORT [ fsesees [ sevse
. COMPLETED
AQ-42.
DATE MM/BD/YY
05-18-82
ESTABLISHMENT NQ. QUARTER NQ,
Hooker Chemicals and Pla.st:.es Corpora‘tion B-2422 " MAY 02
NUMBER AND STREET - lciTy : STAFF NG,
- . L. Koivunienmi (97 .
CONTACT TITLE COUNTY . NG.
. ‘ Lengwea BT
PRIMARY ACTIVITY DISTRICT NO,
Page 2 ‘| Ann Arbor 08
REMARBRKS: PROJECT
_if storing longer than one yeer. 01 MAJOR SOURCE

. pz MINOR SOURCE
Mr, Fredrick informed us that the only reason the drums [gz Resipence

were gtill on site‘wa.s‘ becouse they had problems 04 MEETING — CONFERENGE
getting approval from Cecos; therefore, the company 05 TRAINING
switched to Chemical Waste Management in Alabama and o7
wag working ou = contrasct and getting a truek in to 08
ship the waste. The shipping date had not been set yet.|os
' 10
‘ 00 OTHER {axplain}
Aceepting Unmanifested Hezardous Waste! S v S oraa— ~rmer e
SURVEY ACTION TYPE] NO.
S the drums were in guch bad s i.e 01 EMISSIQN PQINTS

138-1!1!15 and corrod.ed Mr. Fredriek said many of the drumg 'NVESTIGATED
Y : D2 VISIBLE EMISSION

material from compan:.es which Hocker had cr:.g:.na.lly EVALUATION
supnlied, as well ss, it was s Dbad winter. Most of |03 SOURGE TEST (STAFF!
these companies returning this waste pay Hooker a 04 SOURCE TEST
: {COMPANY)
mey get a credit toward their next purchase from 05 GRAB SAMPLE
—Haogker ‘ 06 PICTURES TAKEN

08
—Whep.lgsked Lo see the manifests for these offw.spec 10
or rebturped products, the company informed me that the |1
—swaste wag pot manifested because Hooker made the 12
decision after the returned drum contents were inspected|13

3 14

the wa.ste. I 1nfomed M:r. Fred.rmk and B:.chard Speed. 15
! materis ‘ o 16

Libe.
oY
19
; 3 T - ‘ o 00 OTHER {explain)
accepted an unmaﬁfestad ha.zard.oul waste if it is COMPLIANCE STATUS
5 A. N COMPLIANCE
Waste). B. UNKNOWN COMPLIANCE
: €. OUT OF COMPLIANCE NOT
o . ON A SCHEDULE'
Roy Schrameck informed Mr. Fredrick end Richard Speed D. ON A SCHEDULE MEETING
that 1t eppesered Hooker may be required to comduct a INCREMENTS
MDNR approved hydrogeclogical survey to determirne if E. ON ASCHEDULE, NOT
| Hocker's practices. oI waste dispos created groun MEETING INCREMENTS
water contamination. The company did not react F. ON ASCHEDULE, NOT
negatively tc Roy's suggestion for a hydro-survey. . KNGWN IF MEETING
' . : INCHEMENTS

RS842:
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D COMPLAINT D o
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL F  \URCES RECEIVED
AIR QUALITY DIVISIUN ; D PERMIT D -
i ACTION
? ' ANNUAL COMPLIANCE -
ACTIVITY REPORT [] ot com i
' - COMPLETED T

AQC-42

DATE MM{‘DDIY‘Y

TESTABLISHMENT - . o . |NO, ) ggfkﬁeﬁg‘ T INC.

_anker__ﬂhemicals.a.nd_'Elasta.es_Co:ponaH o | _Bokoz  luay ' 7.4
NUMBER ANC'STREET - Ty RFF T T

: . T’ s ot A
CONTACT ) TITLE : ﬁsuﬁ Um; =TING-

£ "FFHMARY ACTIVITY ‘ n"&?ﬁ.‘é%e v A
HEMAEKS ‘ PROJECT

01 MAJOR SOURCE ' " ;
D2 MINOR SQURCE i

ik

" : . : ] 03 RESIDENCE |
objections to our ta]ung p:.ctures a.nd sa.mples. R:.chard 04 MEETING — CONFERENCE
05 TRAINING

permission. Mr, Cashner came in to Mr. Speed's office (07

o 98- SAMpLES 10

from the ground, (-éescﬁ.p".‘ie&-zbtaehod.). We sa.w six 00 OTHER (explaln) _
weve lost eu's didee They wore nof SURVEY ACTION TYPE[ NO. .

01 EMISSION PQINTS
INVESTIGATED

02 VISIBLE EMISSION
EVALUATION

03 SOURCE TEST (STAFF|

Mr Frednck was’ s.ecurate in this statement. ‘I‘herefore, Ll L

sample drums : will be retuming to Hooker with the 05 GRAB SAMPLE
F—— 06 PICTURES TAKEN
the drums, and compare these samples to what Hooker has ?ﬁ
i
12

tanks in the basement. of the west manufacturing building,|13
' 1a

—used to store corvosive produchs gning ont (e g, nickel
_ nitrate). These tanks may be used to stare hazardous 15

—waste if needed jp the fulure ' 16
: b
18
IR d 19 .
yr. ares Batch # | 00 OTHER (exgisin)
' : < COMPLIANCE STATUS'
s D . _The 9 refers to 1979. _ | A, INCOMPLIANGE .

' , B. UNKNOWN.COMPLIANCE

= : i C. ©OUT OF COMPLIANCE NOT
. ﬁ | ON A SCHEDULE
: D. ON A SCHEDULE MEETING

Size of storage avea & (estimated): 29 drums X 3 drums X 15 INCREMENTS
o’ J = ‘| E. ON A SCHEDULE, NOT

'Mr, Fredrick said He "had 935 drums stored in back and MEETING INCHEMENTS
—150erosy—therstreeti—Atsoin—the—futude-the— - | F ON A SCHEDULE. NOT
i a : : KNOWN IF MEETING
|_company hoped to have cnly 80 drums in storage st s time, INCREMENTS_

Regaz
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INTEROFFICE COMMUNICATION

July T, 1042
TO: File, W.Q.D., OHWM, U.S. EPA Region V
FROM: Linda Koivuniemi, A.Q.D. Ann Arbor

SUBJECT: Log of Pictures taken during three RCRA Investigations at
Hooker Chemicals and Plastics Corporation, Morenci, MI

Date pictures (Standard 50 mm lens) were taken by L. Koivuniemi:

(1) May 18, 1982: Took 22 pictures, but two were essentislly the same-
Just different exposure, therefore, only 2i different pictures: #1
thru #21. Roy and I collected 3 surface samples, but I wanted to sample
drums because,” for example, the company insisted there were no solvents
stored in areaé; I noted a green drum near the center labelled industrial
solvents. GSince, we did not have equipment to sample drums, I planned to
make arrangements in Lansing the next day 05-19-82 to get help and/or
equipment to sample these drums by 05-20-82 or 05-21-82,

When I checked in Lansing to find out how to get the drums sampled
before the end of the week, I was informed by Lyle Rowell that he would
make the necessary arrangements because he may be needed for a criminal
investigation. I agreed with Lyle that & joint investigation would be
fine, but I wanted to sample drums before the weekend,

Without informing me, Lyle decided to go to Hooker and take samples slone
on 05-20-82, and cslled me on Friday, 05-21-82. I had to start all over
trying to get sampling equipment and arrange drum sempling because Lyle
did not sample drums which I felt to be important. Hooker complained

to Lyle about the number of sampling investigations. Lyle informed the
company I was likely coming again, but that I would call before;if I
wanted any drums moved which required a forklift. I did not call before
my investigation on 05-27-82; therefore, I could not request the company
to move barrels and sample the green drum labelled industrial solvents
in storage area , See picture #16, which would have documented solvents,
likely ignitable, within 50 feet of property line.

(2} May 27, 1982: Only one picture taken on this date: #22.

(2) June 22, 1982: Took 16 pictures in area [@l: #23-38: Four samples:
resulis not back as of 07-07-82; Roy delivered samples to ESD lab on 06-23-82.
Key: Picture # : time : camera setting
A. location
B. - comments

May 18, 1982

&, 50

#l: 3:15 PM : F 5.
storage area

A, Westside of s -next to fence between river and storage psaad.
B. Roy Schrameck, W.Q.D. #1, collecting sample #1, greenish-dark; 19,000mg/ke
(ppd) or 19 ppm PCB-AL242 and 47,000 mg/ke {pom) CR-TOT.

Nz
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\HWHM, U.S. EPA Region V
A.Q.D. Ann Arbor

July T, 1982

Page 2

#2 3:16 PM : F 1.7, 60

A. West side of storage areagglm Picture taken while standing next to
fence and looking east toward manufacturing building,

B. Green/black waste on storage pad. |

#3: 3:20PM : F L4, 60

#10:
A,
B.

.  West side of storage area[@& next to fence, barrels lying down in

background are near the storage building.
Sample #2, collected by Roy Schrameck. High levels of PCB's: 2,500,00Qmg/kg
(ppb) or,%ﬁs% Al1242; and 2,500mg/kg (ppm)} CR-TOT,

3:24 PM : F 8, 60 .
5.W. side of storage armaé§)note storage building in background, adjacent
to river. : ' B
Picture #5 (below)} is a close-up of the corroded drum in this picture.

3:25 PM : F 2.8, 60
S5.W. gide of storage areaéa, on N. side of storage building next to
river, storage building in background. g :
Note corroded condition of drum,

3:28PM : F 5.6, 60
North side of storage building; south side of storage areazgsm approximately
20 ft. from the river. K
Note hole in drum~contents were apparently allowed to leak out.

3:30 PM : F 8.0, 60
Again, north side of storage building, in area[ﬁ}, wide angle of piecture #6.
Note drum with hole near bottom (center bottom of this picture)-same drum
as picture #6.

3:34 PM: F 11, 60
East side of storage areaé%
Hote black boards under storage drums in S5.E. side of storage armaéi

3:35 PM: F 11, 60
East side of storage a.rea.&
East edge of stored drums is approximately 50 ft. from the river.
If the green barrel in the center held industrial solvenis, as it wes
labeled, it would have been less than S0 ft. to the property line. PBut
we could not get to it to sample snd company insisted there were no ignltable
liquids (< 14%09F) in this storage sares Later, May 27, we sampled and
found ignitable liquids on the eastern edge, but this edge was about S0 1.
from property line (I paced it off). Note leaker in left bottcm of photo.

3:50 PM : F 8, 125 _
New Area: storage areaﬁ%.note Mfg. building in background.
Note poor condition of drums.



Memo to File, W.Q.D., QHWM, U.G. EPA Region V
From Linda Koivuniemié

3.Q.0. Ann Arbor

July 7, 1982
Page 3
#11: 3:h2PM : F 8, 125
A. Center of storage area
B. Roy Schrameck collecting sample #3 from ground-no concrete pad,
GW Th9 Lot 689-0ld raw material, dye-greenish blue.
#12: 3:k5 PM : F 8, 125
A, BSingle drum mth dark colored, oily ooze on outside in area@
B. Roy Schrameck later sampled this {picture #22 taken 05-27-82) drum.
#13: 3:50PM : F 8, 125
A. BStorage area ~ note mfig. building in background,

B, Z%:ehard Fredricks on north side of storage areaéﬁ. Storage area

ARIE
A.

B.

#15:

A,
Bl

#16:
A.

BI

#L7:

AI
B.

#18:

A.

) B.

#19:

A,
B,

#20;
A.
B,

#21:
A.
B,

is where TO% ethylamine was stored open and evaporating.

3:53PM : F L4, 60
N.W. Corner of property, next to river, note fence in background Storage
area,
This drum was an example of open drums in storage with various types
and amounts of waste/junk.
3:55 PM : ?-did not document camera setting.
Storage area -near river.
Note stained material on ground-no storage pad.

3:56 PM F 8, 125 -
Back to orlglnal or main storage area ZE&(East51de) trees on river
bark in background.
Note green barrel-was labeled industrial solvent.(refer to picture #9).

3:5T PM : F 8, 125
Small storage aresa
Note Mfg. building in background.

3:58 PM: F 5.6, 60
Storage area fI\ - near center,
Single corroded drum: company thought it could be X185 Bonderite make-up,

3:59 PM ; F 16, 125
Tanks, loading rack on south side of Mfg. building.

Note barrel at base of loading rack which is used to allow waste acid to drain

through to ground (therefore ground water).

K PM : F 5.6, 125
N.E. side of storage ares
This drum labeled Leaker Bottom was empty, my fleld note book is in
center-bottom of picture,

L:03PM : F 5.G, 125 .
Storage nreaéhmsouth side of storage building.
The company insisted there was absolutely no reason for me to be inspecting
this area because only empty drums end rionhazardous baghouse dust was stored

here. As ore is able to observe, there vas no easy route through these drums,
- since there wns no eisle space for movement to the back, i.e. west side of

this storage arca. Later, Lyle Rowell of Environmentsl Enforcement Division
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had an aerial photo taken showing wastes haphazardly lying around :
behind the wal]l of drums showing in this photo. Note pictures
of this area taken June 22, 1982, #23-38.

Mey 27, 1982

#22: 12:24 PM: Took with a flash, F 5.6, 125, the reason the flash was
needed was because it had just gotten dark; it started to rain after
this photo was taken.

A. Roy Schrameck collecting sample #4 from areagﬁx. We did not get
pictures of samples 1,2, or 3. All four samples were gplit with Hooker.
B. Company said this was likely oil and emulsifier. ESD lab tested and found
pPH 3, Tlash point approximately 190°F,

June 22, 1982: t had reined the night before these pictures were taken in area

®
#23: 12:12 PM : F 5.6, 125

A. Sample #1 collected by Roy Schrameck in area[gs, next to the river,

B. Sample #1 collected from surface of ground next to fence. Note dark-
stained material forming a pathway to the river; also, hole in fence.
Even though it had rained and the barrels and ground were still wet the
storage pad and surface of ground were heavily stained with green-yellow,
black liquid wastes.

#24: 12:16 PM : F 8, 125

A. Area.A— west side, collection point for sample #1.
B, This is a wider angle of picture #23, supra. Please note the yellow-
green, dark colored material leaching to river. ‘

#25: 12:17 PM : F 8, 125

A. Semple #2-another suyrface ground sample collected a few feet south of
sample #1 in ares é&along river. '

B. Note liquid storage drum in foreground; company could not identify the
contents. We could not collect a sample of this waste because it would
have to be placed in a recovery drum. The f{iberpac barrel's outer shell
had disintegrated. Company promised to immediately place in recovery drum
and sample to determine proper disposal and share the sample with the DAR.

#26: 12:18 PM : F 8, 250
A. Same as #25, supra: Close-up of where Roy collected sample #2, sample #2-
visible on sample bottle.

B. Note dark- stained soil.

#27: 12:19 PM : F 5.6, 105
A. Approximately 4 fi. to easi of sample collection point #2. Sample #3.
B, Note green-yellow oil~like siick on ground in foreground,
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#28: 12:20 PM : F 5.6, 60

A. Sample #4 collected by Roy Schrameck in area[ES

B.

#29:

A.
B.

#30:

#31:
AI
BI

#32:

A.

BI

#33:

AI

B.

#3k:

A,
BI

#35:

A.
B

- #36:

A.
B.

Note Roy collecting sample #l4, the concrete appeared to have been
broken down by the multicolored ooze on the pad surface.

12:21 PM : F 5.6, 60
Same as #28 above-after Roy finished collecting sample #h,
Note stained materisl on surface of pad in background., Also, the
fiberpac barrel in this picture was leaking onto surface of concrete pad.

12:23 PM : F 11, 250
All four samples collected from surface of pad, or ground next to
the fence are shown.

12:25 PM: F 11, 250
General area where samples were collected in area[f}

Note Richard Fredricks and Roy Schrameck. As noted before, company
promised to save samples of these two fiberpac drums for me.

12:27 PM: F 8, 125
General condition of storage areaéﬁtmhind wall of empty or stainless
steel drums, see Picture #21. The wall of drums are on left side of this
picture.
Aerosol cans and drums have apparently leasked all or most of their contents.
Company reported to me that they did not have records documenting the
quantity or quality of waste in this storage area. They did not report
this area to either the U.,S. EPA or MDHR {(Roy or myself). Vegetation in
background is southern property boundary.

12528 PM 1 F 5.6, 125
S.W. corner of Hooker property. Note where fence comes together in
upper right of picture.
Picture #37 is a close up of material spilling from drums shown here falling
against fence, right side of picture.

12:30 PM: F 8, 125
Barrel of lab samples-many open-in center of area&.
Fredricks still insists these barrels and bottles became corroded over
the winter; yet, he says this white powdered material is nonhazardous
baghouse dust.

12:31 PM : F 11, 125
Ares -~ note southern property line fence in background. ‘
Baghouse dust piles and yellow green-coze on concrete pad surface. This
was a8 bad in person as this picture shows.

12:33 PM: F 11, 125° '
Stainless steel drums in N.W. section of areaA

Drum lebeled "nitric acid" was hissing and bubbling (rain water on top
of drum). R. Fredricks removed bung to allow pressure to be relieved.
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#37: 12:34 PM: 1.7 1/2, 60
A, Next to river, west side of area.ﬁ

B. This is a close up of drums on and near fence~leaning against
wood pallet (see picture #33 for wider angle).

~ #38: 12:36 PM : F 4, 250
A. B8.W. section of e.reaA
B. Looks like lab chemicals-obviously not carefully controlled-not
part of RCRA required operating record.

/ /
\
LN
-
g |
Ay
i
=< .
a8
) ¥i
]
/{anv?(;c p‘ur ¥ 1
| ¥ ‘g
Dgiild,,, r—j
, 7]
:)f“'““ S'f-afac,e_ So- b \‘

Drum Sr’mra?e, o' x 3\0
$'wh S'Itnrﬁqe 30 *’625'

A A:D\fuvn jfonq e / 2 i ;

‘7 B o2 J,/ o ot 8 housn M, fffﬁ.s dha 9 r A

& ven ey

A j}v‘qw \S-‘f“orqc) _
iy _ - ‘LN on
i JL/aol?e« Ao et v'f-’f‘”""t S!mrmcie‘. RFmaD A .

llewe Fare A= appleation y J0-8-B0.

" ﬂam Hnoler'S )0:1 — vt Jo Sca le.

bh‘ L| t<0lu Ly @A,

.4 bove C/'Q_?rom- C._r:},;'. 2



P
&

%PHONE caLL  [JotscussiEh

__RECORD OF &%
COMMUNICATION (JoTHER (SPECIFY)

= [(JFiELDYRIP .[JcoNFERENCE

{Record of item checked sbov )

FROM: _ . DATEé Z; 8?/

| Lnda koivum'e,m; MONR SKSWomsew e
- 3.30 pim.

SUBRJECT

* Hookon cama,t AkA Fﬁ@ne’ﬁ 4¢<A O METALS - MEDOSST72 3867

F SUMMARY OF COMHUNICATION \

| md me mu bz, mhch pevson wortm@ o Ws

Jro chw/\x U/\Mwwl Cew RMJ:M &mﬁaf&_
 Treatmumt Protachs Dwiston.
Jj}s Shl_e, wuu S’@nd ma;urm mfo [__ __

S .
COHCLUSIOI‘S ACTION TAKEN OR REQUIRED )

[4old, Linda | Wl Aovaun MWW@,
/\W/"\"DMM ML,VL@WVL\CO |

e

SHFOAMATION COPIES

1’(’):pl I{ ,

EPA Ferm 13006 (7-72} REPLACES EPFa HQ FOMM BI003 WHICH MAY BE USED UNTIL SUPPLY (3 EXHAUITED,

o s st anacana ettt S M : " o

vy, ‘ - . ) a 'z‘

g -




. - DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
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AQ-42
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LC) i Swnivsoa o USEPA Peg 1o dreet™ | g 1562
TABLISHMEI\.T li N O B 21422 QUARTE NO.
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b B sred Veadrick Prod. Supit LENAWER L&,
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e baheniand-Reoduetion.Miving o ANN _ARBOR 08
REMARKS: ) PROJECT
_..Dhruman Shah, Permit Enginser and I met with Richard 01 MAJOR SAURGE L
Speed at the company to discuss the Permit to Imstall 02 MiNOR SOURCE
B pany |
—anplications pumbered 243-82, 2h4-82, and 245-82. 03 RESIGENCE |
Dhruman needed more proness inforpation and wanted to |oa mEeETING —conFERENCE
—look st existing equipment. The company is sending ° los tranINg
Dhruran e letter with the additionsl req&ested informa~— g7
tion 08
09
—Cordd not conduet. a_scheduled investigation since the 10
processes wvere not opsrating at the time of the m&etlngﬂ 00 OTHER (exp'ain)
.,__f?.‘ﬁ'_-&w:znm__ﬁ?f {ﬁ"h.é“ S ——. — __w.__ﬁ_._«.__,!
SURVEY ACTIGN | TVFE] 1O, i
o BORA {Basource Conserysiion Recovery Act-Her, Wacte): 01 EMISSION POINTS i
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DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

[ EMSTR FEY)

1 | HECLivED E [
AR GUALITY DIVIFTIN CLRMI
- NSPS
s ACHION S
ACTIVITY REPDORT ANNUAL COMPLIANGCE AEVISED
INVESTIGATION STATUS
TTOCOMPME LT D : ~
AQ-42 : e }
DATL MM D v Y
0651582
ESTABLISHMENT | no QUARTER NG.
Hooker Chemicels snd Plastics. Corp R=2L2D0 JUHE 02
NUMBER AND STREET CiTy STAFF NO.
N 1 L. Kojvuniemil Q7
CONTACT TITLE COUNTY NG.
. LENAVER L&
PRIMARY ACTIVITY DISTRICT NG
Para 2 ANL_ARROR a8
REMA RKS: ) PHOJUECT
—plastic_internal liner were laying on their side, one wag)! MAJOR SQURCE
lesking. The fiberpac outer shell had broken down and |02 MINCR SOURCE
only the plastic liner was holding the 3iguid _The 03 RESIDENCE
liquid was corrosive; it had dripped on & eaten 04 MEETING — CONFERENCE
—-Lhrough some wood under-it, v 405 TRAINING 7
07
I _informed Mr. Fredricks that this "mess" had to be 08
cleaned up right away, since everytime it rained the 09
contaminants washed direetly into the river immediatelv |10
adjacent to these leaking drums. 00 OTHER (explain}
Mr., Fredricks did not know what was in these two SURVEY ACTION TYPE; NO.

— Tfiberpac barrels containing liquid. He said the
company would analyze them to determine proper
disposal snd clean up the ares

When T got hack to the office, T ecalled Roy. Schrameclk
of W.Q.D. #1 to inform him of this newly discovered
improper storage sres Roy was _in.Chicaga;, therefore,
I left him a message to call me when he returned.

01

02

03
04

EMISSION POINTS
INVESTIGATED

VISIBLE EMISSION
EVALUATION

SOURCE TEST (STAFFI

SOURCE TEST
ICOMPANY)

GRAR SAMPLE

Jocument what was in this nevwly discovered unacceptable

23 storage a,reaé. Roy called Ron Waybrandt, ICB Coordi-

——hator in Lensing and Lyle Bowell of i.l.D. _Roo W.
told Roy to follow up as planned. Lyle was not ing

06 PICTURES TAKEN
09
Monday June 21, 1682 : 10
: 1
__Roy called me vack on Monday 06-21-82. Roy had 12
received the results from cur 05-18-82 sampling 13
showing extremely high levels of PCB's on the ground neajria
the river. ' 15
16
Therefore, Roy and I decided it was necessary to 17

— therefore, Roy Schrameck talked to Warpsan Hutchingon of
E.E.D. who informed Roy that Lyle did not need to be
~—-davelved ir our investigation or meetipg with_Hooke ,

vt Tues, &-22- 82 -
——Boy and I srranged to go to. Hooker the following_day..
June 22, 1gf82.

N COMPLIANCE

UNKNOWN COMPLIANCE
QUT OF COMPLIANCE NOT

ON A SCHEDULE

ON A SCHEDUILE MILETING

INCREMENTS
CN A SCHEDULE, NOT

MEETING INCRIERMENTS

ON A LCHEDULE, NO!
MO B BAL F TING

IMCHERENTS
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ANNUAL COMPLIANCE
INVESTIGATION
COMPLETED

MNESHAP
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STATUS

the river in storage area . First we tried the south !

gZaphazardly strewn made it impossible to get to the

L TES, I ] - ] : da oy £ : i 3
P CITEand PpUsing I thefence—twoget—totheweast—side

4-of-—storag ung—and lab.samples 02 VISIBLE EMISSION
N EVALUATION

-4%Nyt—*ﬁaée—eH?—%haék4;be§%aggka&%y&mv;ay;gh;@pﬁy;th, Pirglly 03 SOURCE TEST (STAFF]
we got through by geing along the south side of the storagh® SOURCETEST

of storage area vhich is om a concrete pad. U5 GRABSAMPLE
06 PICTURES TAKEN

NVESTIGATED

AQ-42 s
W= DATE  MM/DD/YY
: he %(’ gu&c\y A et p,q' @quig}ft \,7 052282
ESTABLISHMENT [ NO. R_oloo QUARTER NO,
r Chemicals. and Plastics Corp. (Formerly Parker Chemloal) JUNE 02
NUMBER AND STREET ) CiTyY. LISTAFRF NO.
302 W, Main. Street Morenci {foiwmnienii 9T
CONTACT TITLE COUNTY NO.
Richerd Fredrick - Prod., Sup‘t. LENAWRE LA
PRIMARY ACTIVITY . DISTRICT NQ,
. ) . P { < Iad
. Chemiesl Production=Mixing LA\ L} )] AN _ARBOR QR
AEMARKS: ¥ PROJECT
Roy Schrameck, W.Q.D. #1, and I_inspected storsge ared |01 MAJOR SOURCE
which is south of the storage building next to the 02 MINOR SOURCE
river _ 03 RESIDENCE
. popE ety N J oo 04 MEETING — CONFERENCE
P ey y fioeo — b : 05 TRAINING
& AN | — — |07
*¢// ziéii ‘ : E N ‘
5‘ , I A (2 Ptk A os
(g‘/ T - — - A S-Han:xﬁ@ k\ _ i 09
' _ blda 10
~ i’f % 00 OTHER lexplain)
r A‘ﬂpn._ el l_ﬂt . =t
0y o = . § -
— [ - SURVEY ACTION TYPE| NO.
There was no e ! ok to the fance next tn 01 EMISSION POINTS

{COMPANY}

1

Mr. Fredricks and Lee Huffaker accompanied Roy and me whild®

1 Py
W Tollecvted & mmmplesfrom the - ground=nodruns ware

sampled. The drums which we were most concerned about "

—Weretwo badly devomposed plastivtired fHopac boxrreis e | 2

laying on their sides. One of whiech was leaking on to the'?

Browd st ad watertnto the wood—thet e —borret—was 1
placed on. The liquid wss possibly a chromic acid-like 1?
Tsubstance, sinceEthere was s grevniTh=yerlow wmatertal 1 (,’
near these two barrels on the ground. Roy sampled this :;

beTore méntliodéd material; but, since it Had appa¥rently 19

rained heavily the night before the sample was probably |00 OTH

ER lexplaimt

Tmore diiuted than 1Y would Hhave Deen iT we Had coI]eo"€T

COMPLIANCE STATUS

before the rain. There was evidence of rain because
the area wvas still wet] &s it had Just rainedl

A

&

Wnen 1 had originelly seén this contaminated Part of
area o) on 6-15-82, there had been a 1ot more multi-
Tored iiquid on thHe ground. This 1ikKely Had Haen
“hshed awey by the recent rain. There WaS evidence
“that water washed directly from this ctorage psd into ihe
river, becnuse there wevre obvious drainags

&
which were stuined dark-not unlike an il s1i;

N COMPLIANCE

UNKHROWN COMPLIANCE
C. OUYT OF COMPLIANCE NOT

ON A SCHeEDULE

D, ONASCHFDULE MEETING

INCREMENTS

Lo ONAEBCHEDULE NQT

MEETING INCREMENTS

rens., t.SO?]{j Ogﬁ’l" ON A SCHEDULE, NOT

KMNCIWIN EF MFIAT!NG
'N( l’rMiN




Cowte LOUUNLEDS L._J RECEIVED L_J NESHAP
TR
AER QUALITY BIVISIEN D PERMIT [:] \5PS
S ACTION
ACTIVITY REPORT ANNUAL COMPLIANCE HEVISED
INVESTIGATION STATUS
COMPLETED
AQ-42
DATE  MMAID/YY i
: 06-22-82
ESTABLISHMENT NQ. B—2h22 QUARTER NQ.
Hooker. Chemicals and Plastics Corp. {Formerly Parker Chemical) JUNE 0z
NUMBER AND STREET CITy STAFF NOL
322 W, Main Street N ~ Morenei L. Koivuniemi 97
CONTACT ) TriTeE COUNTY NO.
- Richard Fredrick - Prod, Sup't, LENAWER L6
PRIMARY ACTIVITY DISTRICT NO.
mmmmmm%m ANN ARBOR 108
REMARKS: PROJECT
Echrameck, W.9.D. #1, and I inspected storage sred 01 MAJOR SOURCE
. {Continuation Page 2) 02 MINOR SOURCE
03 RESIDENGE
04 MEETING — CONFERENCE
Thesae areas of dark colored grass and soil may have been _ |os  TRAINING
stained by the company's Parco T-8 which had been “)o7
contained in small serosol cans (approximately 16 oz. . |os
size}. Several piles of these aerosol cans were strewn 09
an. the ground and wost wm_mrmgmmgn@wﬁmw 10
T-8 is an o0il base lubricant similar to WDLO, 00 OTHER (explain)
Many piles of the baghouse dust were exposed to the SURVEY ACTION TYPE| NG
weather and was being washed away each time it rained. (01 EMISSION POINTS
INVESTIGATED
rum which was incorrectly sitored open,|02 VISIBLE EMISSION
EVALUATION
,égxuts:Lde during esrlier inspections had been moved into . N
‘JMWMMWMMMMMM 33 SOURCE TEST (STAFF)
almost empty. Dispesal had been illegally sccomplished 04 Sfl{’gﬁnfig TNEET
MWHWPMWMPHE Lo the OMPA
atmosphere. 05 GHABSAMPLE
7 06 PICTURES TAKEN
I took pictures of Roy sampling and of the storage area 09
—f e e e e 10
11 1
-PCBLe—— 12
LICLEAE 13
rfacelecontaninant—eolleoted 5-18-82 in - | 1
storage area /) had high levels of PCB's and chromium, = |'°
—sonpte—#3- from aren s-not-as hikght- 16
: 17
A=1242 CR=Totsa) 18
PCB up/ke (pgb) mg/ kg {fpm) 19
R o T o o 00 OTHER lexphin! I
Sample #larea 2 19 OOO h,TOO COMPLIANCE STATUS
— A, IN COMPLIANCE
Sample Flarea 2 o vSOO o000 2,500 B, UNKNOWN COMPLIANCE
e e — e . OUT OF COMPLIANCE NOT
Semple #B&rea 3 6,)00 37 ON A SCHEDULE
. _— e 1 D ONASCHEQULE MEETING
Clmm ~up smd (,ompanv umnplin& INCREMEN T
- - , ) B e N o _ i E. ONASCHEDULE, NOT
"3’.”5{?1‘ wve collected our 4 samples and tock pictures of MERTING INCREMENTS
SOPREE RTea Lzl,cwe hd nomeebing with John Onsbmer, Plant) | OV AROIIDOH e
ENOWR 1 MLETING
I L INGHEMENTS ]

EX AR
A

(l)
47
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DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RES D :H:]géll“\fAE‘gT D NESHAP
AIR QUALITY DIVISI PERMIT
. D ACTIGN l:i NSPS
ACTIVITY REPORT . ANNUAL COMPLIANCE REVISED
D INVESTIGATION [:] STATUS

: ' ? COMPLETED
% AG-42

.DATE MM/DD/Y Y
062282
ESTABLISHMENT ) NO. B=_2l2o QUARTER NO.
Hooker Chemicsls and Plastics Corp. {Formerly Parker Chemical) JUHE 02
NUMBER AND STREETY CITY S5TAFF NO.
322 W. Maln Street ' Morenci L, Koivunienmi| 97
CONTACT . TITLE COUNTY NG.
4 _Fredrick : Prod. Sup't. LENAWEE L6
PRIMARY ACTIVITY DISTRICT NO.
| Chemical. Production-Mixing ‘ ANN ARBOR 08
REMARKS: ) PROJECT
ck, W.Q.D, #1, and I inspected storage aren 01 MAJOR SOURCE
. (Continuation Page 3) 02 MINOR SQURCE
03 RESIDENCE
Manager, Mr. Richard Fredricks; sand Lee Huffsker, Chemist. o4 ‘MEETING —CONFERENCE
Me requested and abteained as much of their operating 05 TRAINING
record as was avallable, i.e,: 07
- 08
(1) 24 Manifests of Waste shipped since May 1982 09
10
(2) 29 Generator's Waste Material Profile Sheets 00 OTHER (explain}
(3} Logs of : Chemical waste to ship, transfer SURVEY ACTION TYPE| NO.

record, and chemical waste already |01 EMISSION POINTS
. INVESTIGATED
shipped.
Az bp

ks 02 VISIBLE EMISSION
j ) Ti
Much of the waste stored on the west side of area ) EVALUATION

~pear the river was not lsbeled and the company conld |03 SOURCE TEST {STAFF)

not specifically identify it. The company promised to ‘04 SOURCE TEST
—gtart—immediately to-contain-all lenking waste (COMPANY)
and test it to determine proper handling and disposai. 05 GRAB SAMPLE
—he—conpanyo—oparabing record-is much more-deficient .. 106 PICTURES TAKEN
then I had originelly determined. 09
: 10
Slowly, more and more information is dragged out of the |11

| -company—concerning—auality—quentity-end—leeationof |12
hezardous waste stored. The company has been less than ag¢durate
—rensvering -my—questions econcerning-their—hagzardous—— | 14

waste activity and practices. ) 15

[RCOR A 16

After we had copies of their operating record (required 17

~py-Appemtix-T);-T-asked the company—if—they-hod—— | 18
PCB's on the property sither in use or storfge. They 19

00 {)THEH h »xplain}

—mEts nosnbsolwtEly not-not even in any transformers—becsuy

. COMPLIANCE STATUS
transformars had been teszted.

IN COMPLIANCE

Then Boy §. gave them 2 copy of the testing results of the UNKNOWNCOMPLIANCE

3 gEmplEs we-roliTeted 5218:02, - The three offictals-coulfC: ©UT OF COMPLIANCEROT
explain the chromium levels because the company used ON'?“’HEDULE "
ehpromium: Dut tnﬂ;zhsz PCB-A 1°h2 was not readity ———— | ¥ 0:\ i;f:{qil;:f:ﬁ MEETING
explainad. We inf&rmed the company that they had to . (‘)NA;F;;DUTF NOT
EETEPELE TEhET eXtET o the conmtanmmiionw and - the-souree | 0 0 T o
of the PCBfa, ey well as clean up the contmminabed r HRA;F(E:\TA:T?TS?IJ
i"""'&r’ii\:i:idmammt,, i.e. solls, river gediment and ground -~ 7 S

KMOWH T MEETING
L R _ IN'I?IMFNT\

[| |hi?
N




. [:] COMPLAINT
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL AESHIRCES : RECEIVED NESHAP
AR QUALITY DIVISTEN D PERMIT
ACTION NSPS
ACTIVITY REPORT ANNUAL COMPLIANCE
[:JsNVEGHGANON [:] REVISED
COMPLETED STATUS

™ : AC-42 '

g : DATE  MM/DD/YY
ESTABLISHMENT T fvo. B_ohoo QJ%@???MHD -
Hooker Chemicels_and Plastics Corp. {(Formerly P . '
NUMBER ANG STREET ETEEIYCheMAﬂal} STEE?E_ 1%
322 W, Main Str ;

L 2 et . . .
CONTACT FITLE i éoa%%vnn'l emid ";E
Bichaprd Fredrick - Prod. '

: ; it TEMALLE L

PRIMARY ACT!VITY DISTRICT ND.
Chemical Productian-Mi
HREMARKS: Mixing- Bage.li AN ARBOR o8

‘ PROJECT

- e MAIOR §
water 1f necessary. _ g; N“JDRSOUHEE
The company agreed to have this area £g§ cleaned up &and e QURCE
ieaking or leaching vwaste In Tecovery arwms py duy 65 - 03, RESIDENCE
1982 end to have a study plan Dy spproximately July g: rE§1§G‘CONFERENCE
12 or 13 when the parent company s env1ronmentgrzﬁud—t “tsOT RAINING
conducted at the Morenci facility. Guch £ o
. a9
Source of PCB's 7: o

. . 00 OTHER -
The company informed us that they use only internally © lexplain)
generated waste oil for dust comirol; thereTore, a ™ SURVEY ACTION St e
waste oil for dust control from an outside source was not o1 EesION POINTS
responsible for this PCB contamination. INVESTIGATED

g . 02 VISIBLE EMISSION

ifhe company had transferred and stored Reacto-bond {an EVALUATION
oily product) in ares /2% ; therefore, they will be 03 SOURCE TEST (STAFF)
checking to see if this product is conteminated with 04 SOLRCE TEST
_PCB's through sn inadvertent side reaction, ‘ {COMPANY)

05 GRAB SAMPLE
T ecalled Dave Long (6-24-82) , ESD Lab; he sald that 06 PICTURES TAKEN
there was practically nco chance there was a lab error, 09

_Also, since total oil (FE-0il) was 5L, 000 mg/kg or

463 PCB.

__I slso asked Dave to make sure chaein of custody was
maintained =nd to save these three samples indefinitely

_or until notice from Roy-since they were Roy's samples
and may be importent to either a civil or criminal

~apforcenent. cosa.,

—Lompany-promised to save samples of liquid Jn the two

10

ppm or 5. 4% that the oil in the sample #2 was approximately,

badly decomposed plastic lined fiberpac drums,
—sag-thelr baghouse dust for me to pick up.
company thought the liquid in these itwo barrels was
_CUW_$6ATOL. I tried to decode this oy looking up
Code 66701 on the Generator's Waste Manapement Material
_Mgm¢3;@~bh&etrﬁhuu_the_Lompany_had nob glyen me
: document. I have 66700 and 66702, but mot A670L.

EPA Phone call of June ”3

.*-.;,/-‘tl 2

1982

U.3.

Reccived tLICﬁhone Cth from Ms‘ u&liy Swanson of

L -

»

INCREMENTS
ON A SCHEDULE, NOT
MEETING INCREMENTS
QN A SCHEDULE, NOT
FNOWRN - MEETING
IH’ I\! I‘JEFNT »

12
12
14
15
16
17
e} 3B —
19
00 CTHER lexplain)
as well COMPLIANCE STATUS

The A, IN COMPLIANCE
B. UNKNOWN COMPLIANGE
C. OUT OF COMPLIANCE NOT

ON A SCHEDULE

. ONASCHEDULE MEETING




or meefiing with Hooker on June 22, 1982,
-ig—eleaning up—the barrelsand--egreelng to 4o a hydsom—— .
geological study and perform the subsequent environmental
—clean-tp- G- Necessary ;i t—appears—a-—-erimd
not be pursusd. I will continue to inform Lyle of

Since the compan@?

05

SOURCE TEST

’ . COMPLAINT & 2 .
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL F URCES D RECEIVED e NESHAP
AIR QUALITY. DIVISION D PERMIT D NSPS
ACTION
ACTIVITY REPORT ANNUAL COMPLIANGE EViSED
D INVESTIGATION STATUS
e COMPLETED
e AQ-42 :
L DATE  MM/DD/TY
06=22-82
ESTABLISHMENT NO. B-_21L22 s lQ__U._AHTbF\
ls_and_Plastics Corp. (Formerly Parker Chemical) _JUNE 02
NUMBER AND STREET CiTY STAFF . NO.
-.322 W, Main Streed Morenci L Koiveniemil 07
CONTACT TITLE COUNTY MO,
w’ Fredri Prod, Sun't LENAYER LA
P Yo SR ek 5 g FOR—SUE DISTRICT NO.
-/
| 1 Preduetion-Mixing Eg‘z S ot 5 _ANN ARBGE__L 08
REMARKS: J PROJECT
Boy Schrameck, W.Q.D. #1, and [ inspected storage ares {01 MAJCR SOURCE
6 . {Continuation Page 5) |02 MINORSOURCE -
' ’ 03 " RESIDENCE
A ' © |04 MEETING — CONFERENCE
1I.S. FPA Region ¥, Chicago, Telephone {312) 886-Th82. |05 TRAINING
' She is assigned to write and coordinate the enforcement |07 '
~or_compliance order with i 08
the information I obtained since June 1k, 1982 off to her jo9
dithin-the next weelk, 10
) 00 OTHER (explain}
-Telephone Call to Lyle Bowell of Fnvironmental -
Enforcement Division on June 23, 1982: SURVEY ACTION TYPE| NO.
01 . EMISSION POINTS -+ -
“INVESTIGATED '
@m I called Lyle to mzke sure he knew about: all of my v
Slinepections—at-Hookerand the high levels of PCR's jn.the |02 VISIBLE EMISSION
: e . EVALUATION
samples collected in area . Lyle confirmed that
-there-wes-no—need for him-to beinvolved-in the sampling |03 SOURCE TEST (STAFF)

(COMPAN Y]
GRAB SAMPLE

PICTURES TAKEN

—fmportant—indingswhich-henay-needs

OTHER {explan)

COMPLIANCE STATLS

IN COMPLIANCE

UNKNOWN COMPLIANCE

QUT OF COMPLIANCE NOT
ON A SCHEGULE

OM A SCHEDULE MEETING
HMCREMENTS _

QN A SCHEDULE, NOT
MEETING INCREMENTS

(R A SCHE DL E, NOT
KNOWN 1 MUETING
INCREMENTS




érm it 48 ny belief thet this w
. sttached Complisnce Order wihhowb furtier dolnv‘

ec: Joe Boyle, U.S. EPA Region V (no attaehmnts) mt ﬂimm to mm
from the Anm Arbor Alr Quality Office.

Lm{wl
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MORENCI MATERIAL FLOW DIAGRAM

PERIOD MAY 26, 1982 - NOVEMBER 1, 1982

The following paragraphs explain the materiaT flow throdgh'theuMorenci
facility for the period May 26, 1982, to November 1, 1982. A diagram has been
drawn which helps to illustrate the flow. .

The time period, or "WINDOW", chosen was the period for which waste mani-
fests show a total of 2786 containers of material transported off-site to a
d15posa1 site.

The window indicates the numbers of. containers of products produced, prod-
uct returned from customers, production waste generated and the total material
disposed of from the fac1]1ty

During the window time period, the plant produced a total of 32 500 con-
tainers of product shown as Item 1 on the diagram. This product is either a
named finished product, or new experimental products from Parker Research and
Development. These experimental products are cailed "TD's and PTD's". A1l prod-

- ucts are placed in the product warehouse, as shown, and then can be shipped to
customers. Shipments to customers totalled 35,834 containers for the same
period, (Item 2). S

Some products are returned from customers to the plant as shown in I[tem 3.
This is due to many reasons; experimental products which did not perform, fin-
ished products which became obsolete, excess inventory at a customer's plant
which is not needed, shutdown of a customer plant or process, or products ship-
ped in error to wrong customer or location. A total of 129 containers were re-
turned during this time period (window).

The returned products are placed in a quarantine area for evaluation by
quality control, designated by "Q" on the d1agram Products which can be re-
worked, repackaged or restocked are shown going to the product warehouse as
Item 4, totalled 109 containers.

. Products which are found to be incapable of rework are designated as waste
and sent to waste storage, shown as Item 5, for disposal. A total of 20 con-
tainers were so designated during this period. :

~ In addition, waste is normally generated in the production area. This con-
sists of baghouse dust, incinerator ash, chrome area waste, laboratory samples,
floor sweepings and product which does not meet specification as well as obsolete
raw materials which cannot be used, or returned to vendor. These are shown as
Item 6 on the flow diagram.

Other waste is generated in the product warehouse. This consists of obsolete
products, TD's and PTD's which were stocked for customérs, but never shipped and
cannot be reworked. These are represented as Item 7.

The total waste stream, Item 8, is composed of Streams 5, 6, and 7 as shown.
This is transported off-site by a licensed waste hauler to an authorized disposal
site.




The total material flow, in summary, consists of the 2786 containers. OFf
these, 20 containers were from customer returns designated as non-returnable to

_production, 1874 containers from the product warehouse and 892 containers gener-
ated in the production area.

In summary, the waste disposed of from the facility was composed as follows
for our "window": ‘ : R

. . ; CONTAINERS
-From Customer Returns, Item 5. .. u.ueereennseennunnn. 20
*From Production, Ttem B...e et oo eeienneennennens 892

From Product Warehouse, Item 7... ... e e eernennnnns 1874

TOTAL WASTE DISPOSAL, ITEM 8....... e, 2786

(*Detail breakout by category is on flow diagram.) =~

Total waste disposal containers of 2786 are 8.6% of total product produced
(Item 1), during the time period reviewed. :

- For customer returns, the summary is as follows, from the plant receivers:

5 - Containers were restocked, Item 4.
57 - Containers were reworked, Item 4.
47 - Containers were transferred, Item 4.
20 - Containers were scrapped as waste, Item 5.

129 - TOTAL CONTAINERS WERE RETURNED FROM CUSTOMERS, ITEM 3.

The above numbers do not present a precise material balance, due to the
short time period of the review, but are considered typical of the proportions
produced at any "window" chosen as a moving tabulation of the various material

streams. Due to the fact that we are looking at a moving window, Tines {streams)
will not necessarily be additive.




R

Rty
ne
=

 KEY_TO LOG

A, Chrome Waste
B.  Reactobond WGStéf(SIUdQE)
. TD's dnd PTD’s (Experimental Product)
D.  Baghouse Dust | | o
E.  Finished Product
F..  Raw Material
G. Lab Retains

H. Process Waste (ZAP-dilute zinc acid bhos—
_ phate, etc.)

I, Floor Sweepings/Pad Sweepings

J. Inciherutor Ash
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hCRA [nspection Kenor: |

VZ}.PA Ideﬂhﬁcatmn Nuisber : ﬂ_J__L OS5 & 7T 38 6Y

‘.."taﬂatmn Name: ()xq Hetal TLedasdAres fzzu : 1‘6% (m, Pa.r* A\
Location Address: . 32 1) Uag, 4 <

City: A s @, State /L/Cf - .

£

A Time of inspection (from) LQA’_J{ (to) -_/.f)l{
@ }Bllcl%t;-' e Hf_hué. }iaLi .),‘7)82_,..

Person{s) interviewed Title ' ' It o clephone
E,;L ezd G Fed s K Yrtodme t lon S%PW\W (617) ‘7/:)3 R 2/
e «.a‘:ce_ :lsLui LL LS 0w rBogl’g . g&ﬁz L4 L ”

Date of i nspection:

hee Heutfoaler C/\\Wﬁ,\' o
Inspector(s) o Agency/Tit1e R R "Teﬁ'éhhbné
LiwDd  Kalvuaiem' How2 ~AQD  (33) ¢os'- 946/
.\ o o _ ErechiY . Sfaac.a/:SL{, _ :
~=tallation Activity . (mark only one box) " Inspection Ferm(s)

" Treatment = ispesal per 40 CFR 265.1 and/or

- Generation™amd7of Transportation ' o A
Il_' Treatment/Storage/Disposal (no generation or Transportation) A
TI Generation and Transportation | ' | B, €
T Generationonty: = : f B
JI Transportation only - C

T A AT, i T T R T Y o TR N TR AT I TR TR % o e e LT IR ey wrt-w-wmr-.;m -
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TN

ITRSPECTION FORM A

Section A: SCOPE OF INSPECTION.

1.

2.

Interim status standards for treatment storage or disposal of HAZARDQUS ’
WASTES SUBMCT TO 40 CFR 265.1. - Complete Inspection Form A sections B, C,
D, E, and G. - _

Place an "X" in the box{es) corresponding to the faciliiy‘s treatment,
storage and disposal processes, and generation and/or transportation
activity (if any). Complete only the applicable sections and appendixes.

Permit application process(es) (EPA Form 3516-3)  Inspection Form A section{s)

s01 B4 storage in containers . . : L
S0z IEI sterage in tanks ; | - .J
T01 I:I treatment in tanks . - .___ J
S04 :[iI'wstdrage in surface impoundment ;5'“5?“E#f“$‘iﬁfﬁftK;F '
- 702 ] [ treatment in Surface impoundment R © o KF
| D83 I:I. disposal iﬁ Surface.impoundﬁent' ' SRR ;;“:'K,F
”.503- T storage in waste pile - : S f-: 1gL :
081 T disposal by land application wF
D8O T 1 disposal in landfill R 4
103 T ] treatment by incineration - ' | o/P
.T04 1 [ treatment in devices other than tanks, surface | Q.

impoundments, or incinerators

Other activities

GENERATOR X | . APPENDIX GN_
TRANSPORTER T T U APPENDIX TR
3. Indicate any hazardous waste processes, by process code, which have been

4,

omitted from Part A of the facility's permit application.

AJdoné..

Indicate any hazardous waste processes (by process code and line number on

_EPA Form 3510-3 page 1 of 5) which appear to be eligible for exclusion per

40 CFR 265.1(c). Provide a biief rationale for the possible exclusion.

/4*)<3v1€1,

A S (4-82A)




Section B: GENCRAL FACILITY STANDARDS: (Part 265 Subpart B)

YES NO NI* ~ Remarks

- 2
. M&;’;Q

Has the Regional Administrator
been notified regarding: 265,12

a. Receipt of hazardous
waste from a fereign source?

b. Facility expansion? ' X

c Change of owner or operator? X

2. General Waste Analysis: 265.13

a .Has the owner 'or* operator obtained
“i g detailed chemical and ph_ysu:a]

f_ ana]ys1s of the waste'? , _X_ SR -__'qu,,('m;&e \Cc:\.‘_

b.  Does the owner or operator have SRR 49‘""““"_1‘7&"”‘”_(0“.
Sla detailed waste analysis p]an _ . gl/ : Spec. TQQ{‘"a.{ A

S_on fﬂe at the famhty? | ODzelete Y% Adestinn !
weeded

R Does the waste ana]ysw plan
o Uspecify procedures for inspection
. and analysis of each movement of
hazardous waste from of f-site?

3. -'Secumty - Do securaty measures mc]ude
(if applicable) 265.14

a. 24-Hour surveillance? __m ‘K_
or
b... i. Artificial or natural
barrier around facility?
. and

ii. Controlled éntry'-‘ | X | ' “_.(:1\ ~Ne

c. Danger s1gn(s) at
entrance?

4. Owner or operator inspections: 265 15

a. Does the owner or operator
inspect the facility for
malfunctions, deterioration,
operator errors, and dischanges
of hazardous waste that
may affect human health or

| the en'viropment? : . K’ ',%“'i’ doc<  viots
- ' . - Quoitecd @vob\eﬁj_}

“uw’ Inspected- ' | : .&'TB&
| | B-1 o ‘ﬂ“"t‘?’/" 4/8?1\

T s A e ) . . i e s ———— st b = e R .
T T T . R *




b. Does the cwier or operator
have an incpection schedule
at the facility?

c. If so, does the schedule address
the inspection of the following
ttems:

i. monitoring equipment?
ii. safety and emergency equipment?
iii. security devices?

iv. operating and structural equip-
ment (i.e. dikes, pumps, etc.}?

v. type of problems to be looked
~for during the inspection (e.g.
leaky fitting, defective pump,
~ete.y?

vi!_;ﬁnépecffon frequency (based upon
¥ " " the possible deterioration rate
' of the equipment)?

d; Are areas subject to spills inspect-.
ced daily when in use?

e. Does the owner or operator maintain
: an inspection log or summary of
" owner or operator inspections?

f. Does the inspection log contain the
following information:

i. the date and time of the inspection?

ii. the name of the'inspector?

iii. a notation of the observations
made?

iv. the date and nature of any
repairs or remedial actions?

Do personnel training records
include: 265.16

a. Job titles?

b. Jaob descriptions?

% /k’J Jbt - V\_Q)'l" kf@\ v cm[a)‘e B-2

be B b

AT T T R R B T B T T R

YES NO NI Remarks

X

— — A_,k_. ,'()C’VZG.—

. i Setd < outained brac.
—4' — e P \,igf,_?_w._f_;nﬁnu_{_&lﬁ

o< _.:'_1.:' e

oxly ixspeets

I o 1, " TP S{-dia?c_’_

+

cmwQ{S _
04[7 < o;¢_c¢/ wk

gt very good —
Aot w0t  pgofe
/rak:'w? A wrn l

pery -Lfe“j -

re birs peve
Wo EWOL L 0w ier evdar ]
a((_‘fffa.j le

4/82-A




If required, are the - owing special
requirements for(gnitable,) reactive,
“or incompatible wastes addressed? 265.17

Remarks "

c. Description of training?

d. Records of training?

e. Did facility personnel receive
the required training by 5-19-817

U

Do new personnel receive
required training within

s ix months? : >_§

g. Do personnel training records
' indicate that personnel have

taken part in-an annual review N ?h o cowdbued,
_of initital training? | X w0

et

AT AN wl Yeoic

~a. Special handling? X Diuws o3 igudble watt
CEIAT . -:. o i . : . i -A.uc.?"'um - Qrf'h\ilamu'ne s
b... No smoking signs? . ' ,
c. Separation and protection g ‘
from ignition sources? g A o Stheced ynmcpperer

i\“:‘{“”\t west e

B-3
4/82-A




Section C:  PREVARLDRESS AND PRIVENIIOR:  {i'art 269 Subpart )

Maintenance and Operation
of Facitity: 265,31

YES NO - NT Remark s
- 1s there any evidence of fire, D
explosion, or release of
hazardous waste or hazardous R :
wiste constituent? X | ‘&;\,\qu_o, CAims
\ .

1f reguired, doos the facility
have the following equipment: 265,32

a. Internal communications or X Bode. . Srocaselmai.
_ alarm systems? : : cuda. on é_\ outcide '
" b. Telephone or 2-way radios N

€ (Eortab]e fire extinquishers.y

~“Indicate the volume of water and/or foam avaﬂable for f1re contro} o

| .5%(@;1\:’-’ S‘-ﬁu/\g - SO }QOQ c\mQ Q C\ ~

Y ki

Fe

~at the scene of operations?

fire control, spifl control

“equipment and decontamination _

equ'lpment" ’ e x . st?(-u.\.’.i exS -~ pside m
' b\clg

- Has owner or operator provided

X

Testing and Maintenance of
Emergency Equipment:  265.33

a. Has the owner or operator

- established testing and
maintenance procedures

for emergeny equipnent? —x— ‘EL! =4 C')ctl-f‘m u_l'?)'laf
b. Is emergency equipment e

maintained in operable : |

condition? X_ L \

hﬁ.i:cL.fﬂ_vt__G_aq?_f\_ﬂ_.zf._ﬁ
Dasboal o nws o
immedi ate access to internal '

alarms? (if needed} 265.34 _ e None w owtcide  sto e

)]

Is there adequate aisle space Teun i~ ol om
for unobstructed movement? _Z_ o s aetiicy o/
Has the owner or operator attempted ° ' ‘7’ A~ tnas S houdd
to make arrangements with local - get drne s] moue/
authorities in caese of an emergency T Ty e Yl o Tde
at the facility? X ot e ¢ Haa,

. vertml G Vemaewmod

4782-A




Sectinn D CONTINCIHCY D{}HHAWﬁ“?ﬂfﬁﬂfNCY PQQQ}&URFS: (Part 265 Subpart T

YES NO NI Remarks

o Does_fhe Cantingency Plan contain the
¥ following information:  265.52

a. The actions facility personnel _
' must take to coaply with A I L Rk
§e6hH. 01 and 20556 1n response
to fires, expiosions, or any
unplanned release of hazardous
cwaste?  (If the awner has a Spill
~Prevention, Contral, and Counter-
. measures (SPCC) rlan, he needs
-~ only to amend that plan to
- incorporate hazardous waste
.. ~management provisions that are
cosufficient to comply with the
requirements of this Part (as _jXT

',;_-.'.a'P.Pl. icable.) R S T P

“ b. - Arrangements agreed by local
- police departments, fire departments
- » hospitals, contractors, and State
~and local emergency response teams o o
‘to’coordinate emergency services 4>£ Sl

3"_':'p_ul"'S'l'Jant to §265.37?

““Names, addresses, and phone

~ numbers (office and home)} of all .
persons qualified to act as )(

- emergency coordinators? -

d. A list of all emergency equipment
at the facility which includes the
Tocation and physical description

" “of each item on the list and a
brief outline of its capabilities? '?>(f

e. An evacuation plan for facility per-
sonnel where there is a possibil-
ity that evacuation could be neces-
sary? (This plan must describe
signal(s) to be used to begin evacua-
tion, evacuation routes, and alternate
evacuation routes?) _4X:

7« Are copies of the-Gentingency Plan '
available at thmd tocal .
emergelcy organizdrions? 265.53 . E$;;¥i%iu it C?vb£u4 Z
) - L ku.ﬂ— F(a_“:\l‘v’f)
| S B Send Fo five

-
ol rec@moty . .
cel /’:.ﬂtw't_ (1{."0-;- e pn_xjf €as |

——

T s 4 i : . oY, T T T




£S5 NO Nj Remarks
Emergency Coordinator  265.55
7a. 'Is the facility Lmergency
Coordinator identified? __X; L

Is coordinator familiar with .
all aspects of site operation.
~end energency procedures? ><

o
*

- .c. Does the Lmergency Coprdinator
' “have the eutherity to carry out
‘the Contingency Plan?

4;l.Emergéhcy_Procedures 265.56

?arwfffah-emergéncy'situation-has occurred ETE S It
- at this facility, has the Emergency : g,a;Q
“ - -Coordinator followed the emergency

e _ : ot N
“procedures listed in 265.567 - o ﬁ;}& | Ve (“(E | 1

D-2
i 4/82-A




COARITERTOSYRhM,

Soction o
(e ..
= 6- wﬂ*““\g’
'se of Manifest System 265.71

a. Does the facility follow the
_procedures Tisted in §265.71 for
processing each manifest?
(Particularly sending a copy of
the <igned manifest back to the
aenerator within 30 days after
delivery.)

. Are recurds of past shipments
retained for 3 years?

2. *Does the owner or operator nreet
- requirements regarding -manifest
'dlscrepancxes? 265.72

v hot app11cab]e to owners or operators
of ‘on-site facilities that do not
rece1ve any waste from off-site sources.
3. 0perat1ng Record 265 73

."aQ'mDoes the owner or operator

maintain an operating

record as required in ~

> 265.737 '

'b. Does the operating record
contain the following
information:

i. - The method( ) and date(s)
of each waste's treatment,
storage or disposal as
- reguired in 40 CFR Part 265
Appendix 17
ii. The location and quantity of
each hazardous waste within the
facitity? (This information
should be cross-referenced
to specific manifest number,
if waste was accompanied by
by a manifest.)
***iii. A map or diagram of each
cell or disposal area

T ————

2 ** only applies to disposal
-facilities |

RUCORDELPIRG, A RIRT G

S (Part 265 Subpart )

YES NO N1 Remarks _
_ opo e {1;§‘¢. '
waste = g & wilket
VS @a<e c{&j Munt{‘?'b\
. _x - L’l‘o-,;f?};a'u'h?f (owtewds '
tetuoned ()fc-“_() I -
R R SR S ?h"‘%?cﬁ
| 17’ b.ul' Woobe: 15
x cot o LA or k.\é' £
;7eweev%t’q? :
& g encept Lo

FK'W -{d Ao, /?
1980 , T+ 0S5 4 ffcu/«

Vor s Comfmy VO

detes mine %M‘L, Y
uah d’ 7 -
wa3++7 e 54,,Z.=)¢.

X

doeS mo‘é hdve a,.,',.] mdwu‘fQ'&{'
For Vciufxum P,J{;L)h e b
(S acteadly g
whoe bl
I’{'C,e,‘u(’S"‘ _{)ﬁ

{jJ 1 .‘, f’ﬁ ";".-.Qf

wa ster

£-1 4/82 <A
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AT 1 Femarks

showing the locetion and
quantity of each hazardous
waste? (This information
should be cross-refeorenced
' to specific manifest .
ﬁg% number, if waste was . , o
accompanied by a manifest.) ' 0 X

iv. Records and results of all
waste analyses, trial tests, i e o o
monitoring data, and operator ) T
inspections? ;5; o T Mo- ar -[ Lic -
7 113 wed : Y [ e @ r
¥, Reports detailing all k”tz_ ‘: aﬁi;' l+ﬁz i
incidents that reguired Ot ga’ e ““j_ﬁﬁ
implenentation of the : ! e T

Contingency Plan? Moue o ododo

1_Vi. ATl closure. and post closure
o costs as applicable?

4;! Ava1lab111ty of Records ' '265 74

Are all facz11ty records requ1red N,
“under 40 CFR Part 265 ava11able for ’ﬁii R .
lnSpectton’ )

5. **Unman1fested Naste Reports - 265.76

mma. Has the facility accepted any o _

¥ hazardous waste from an off-site . ;
generator subject to 40 CFR 262.20 '
without a manifest or or shipping

paper? _)Q o - )

b. 1f “a" is yes, provide the identity
of the source of the waste and a
-description of the quantity, type,
and date received for each unmani-

fested hazardous waste shipment. | m-‘o r.,m_,‘!,w_,,h "Tf-«eui do_ we ;
L044¢+ ~e be lw«JothsJ A
blow: -"-°~l Nl w\'«;‘;+\c ow Meevr

Qwsde mers,

%%

Not applicable to owners or operators of on-site facilities that do not receive '
any hazardous from of‘—51te sources.

 didas e g
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o L TR TR (s Subipart 6)

YE'S  NO N1 temarks
1. Closure 265.1127
a. Is the facility closure
plan available for inspection? ﬁz& o ]
b. Does the plan identify:'
i. maximum cxtent unclosed dur- Iy
iny facibity (iie? _ “J& o B -
ii. maximum hazardous waste in-
ventory? ‘ *Zi
jv. estimated year of closure? X Nees  wot Vove.o

v. schedule of closure activities? 45;

e ;Ha$ c1o§ure,begun? X
*2.._Post—C105ure  H265.118

“a. Is the post-closure.plan available

~ for inspection? © - - _ _Zi_::"j : ﬂ\) Lr
fbeJ D6és-this-planfcontain: S :

i. description of gr0undﬁatér

monitoring activities and : Z//
= ,
frequenc1es._ o~
ij. description .of maintenance - \{>(
" activities and frequencies
for

AA. integrity of cap, final
cover, orf containment
‘structures, where appli-
cable

BB. facility monitoring equip-
ment

iii. name, address, and phone number
' of person or office to contact
during post-closure care period?

c. Has the post-closure pericd begun?

d. Is the written post-closure cost

estimate available? 285.144.

*Applies only to disposal facilities. ' :
;;j : ’ » G-1 o 4/82-A




anby Subpart 1)

YES  NO N1 Rematk s

Are coptainers in gocd rondition?  per ! | \ 3 i
re conte J 0 Jhh T/ i Gt £ o b&“

Are containers compatible with waste ' _ “L(awj‘%@ds cca yove '_
in them? 265.177 )( Sétousd have beo e

Are containers managed to prevent leaks? L X_ Bt
~ 265.173 : T -
Are containers stored closed? - X Coens o 703> ey
i ' ted weekly for leal . o}”"": (Hlamable i
Are conteiners insuocted weekly for leaks o : oStereef agamay.
and defects. _ : X A Coucme~in
. . b . ' : W v ne t mc-di&
Arefignitableand reactive wastes stored 174 " leak, )
at TETEr TS meters (50 feet) from the 265'”6_ : cxTiheq dreacs
. facility property line? (Indicate if o
waste is ignitable or reactive). e X Coppany,  otficials..

8.

" pate containers? (If not, the provisions

gr,u:f‘ ' e bt due
--ic- ok ﬁoacf

e erdS - Orman. IO

Are 1ncompat1b1e wastes stored in sepa-

of 40 CFR 265.17(b). apply)« 265.177 - -X— —

— wr e ———
1Are conta“lners of 1ncompat1b1e waste S
.~ separated or protected. from each other S Y i o{ .'q,...'w’.'ble
by physical barriers or sufficient R g R ewas O T
- distance? ' @ _& wasl e -

d;\d#q "dé{ “r :

S| - poT MM =E
7@001 - §¥ge/ J(’MS

/lqe_..

I-1 - 4/82-A




.
T%wg

~tanks are used to store a substan- :
tially different waste than before? g | X

‘Are required daily and weekly
.inspections done?. 265.194

Cection - TANFS (Part DS Subpart J)
YES NO N Remarks

Are tanks used to storc only
those wastes which will not

‘ _ .
cause corrosion, leakaqe or [)(Jw;/‘l’_‘_‘_"“,’f_‘;’_ _("’M'z 45 hL’
premature failure of the 7 ' R s
tank?  265.197 e A wat s MW

\*a UL‘L “ " 6): & C-:Lﬁ’n

No uncovered tanks have . at
teast 60 cm (2 feet) of free- .
hoard, or dikes or other con-

taioment structures? s __'__X_ A A — ol ove Couee

Do continuous feed systems have

' @ waste-feed cut_o:f_fr? X ) Mo cgw__{_fqgs &;gﬁ

Are waste analyses done before the 255'193

i _X ' _\L)\NM— ._\A)a\l“‘f,e

F—

“Are reactive & ignitable wastes : s A,
“in tanks protected or rendered non- '

reactive or non-ignitable? 265.198
Indicate if waste is ignitable or
reactive. (If waste is rendered
non-reactive or non-ignitable, see

treatment requirements.) : L _X U@, ~¢ oot ma—,«JaL

Are incompatible wastes
stored in separate tanks? 265.199
{1f not, the provisions of )(

40 CFR 265.17(b) apply.)

\

Has the owner or operator observed the National Fim}ﬂmtéétiﬁfi ASSOW ; %5

buffer zone requirements for tanks containing #griitabl orﬁeactive astes?
(reactive gastes

e g

Taﬁk capacity: gallons neither gre s Yo ecﬂ
Tank diameter: feet )\) % SRVY ~awk s
Distance of tank from property line feet

(See table 2 - 1 through 2 - 6 of NFPA's "Flammable and Combustible Liquids
Code - 1977" to determine compliance.) '

J-1 , - 4/82-A



Fpoendix GN

Tection fin Scone
"~ 1. Complete this Appentix if the owner or operater of a T5D facility also generates
g ' hazardous waste thet is cubsequently shipped of f-sité for treatment, storage,
. or disposal. o _
Section B: -MANTFEST PrOQUIREMENTS (Part 262, Subpart B) -
| YES NO NI Remarks

1) Dues the operator have copies of the manifest -
available for vovow? 2H2UA0

(2Y Lxamine manftents Tor chipments in past 6
months. Indicate approximate number of
manifested shipments during that period.

{3) Do the manifest forms examined contain the

: following informaticn: (If pessible, make
..copies of, or record information from, mani-
- fest{s) that do not contain the critical
elements). 21 :

~.a... Manifest document number?

;Lib;“ Namé, mailing address, telephone
oo snumber, and TFA 1D number of

- Generator -

Name and EPA ID Number of
Transporter(s)?

d. Name, address, and EPA ID

- facility and alternate facility?

e. The description of the waste(s)
(DOT shipping name, DOT hazard
class, DOT identification number)?

f. The total quantity of waste(s) and
"~ the type and number of containers
1oaded?

9. Required certification?

X

p. 4

X

Number Designated permitted ;:2§
X

X

X

¥

~h. Required signatures?
(4) Reportable exceptians — 262.42

a. For manifests examined in (2} (except for shipments within the Yast 35 days),
enter the nusber of manifests for which the generator has NOT received
sitgned copy frae the designated facility within 35 days of the date of ship-
went. s

b. For manife<ts indicated in (da), enter the nunber for which the generator
has submitled cxception reporls (40 CFR 2+7.472) to the Regional Administra-
tOI-" . ey b i ———— .-

ol Y. ]



' ey —__l RA FLI il’_} -(J (Fart Y02, sub ipart )

_ YRy NOOOND Remaﬁ(s '
. waste packaged in cccordance
Wi vel rogulations? toncd  ow
Dcquired prior Lo movenent of o i " \
Tirardous waste off-site)  op0 3p | cLommfa vl vavha

. ) .afas.wzr 01 \\g,g

fre waste packages mirked and labeled e

v accordance with DOT requlations
roncern}ng hazardous waste materials? ) . o

esdired for movenent of hdzardods ' baved o gnuwfuxqﬂ 3
N?F?e gffrs1ue) 762.31 262.32 %}i I Muﬁ(bﬁl Y, -5

" 1f required, are placards available to .AQ;_ S

wrznsporters of hazardous waste? g2 33 ‘ : .Eﬁsrg o Comay v

. On site accumulation of gengrated hazardous wastes.

Llwaste it generates gither {AD in its storage facil
with 40 CFR 262.34 [see 265.1{c)(7}].

and contalners.; If the installation elect

o Sect1on D. . 1f the installation elects

ift1055 See 40 CFR 262. 34 January 11, 1982 Revisi

‘fIs each container clearly marked
“with: the start of aCCumulat1on
date7 : ,

{1Have more than 90: days elapsed since
~the date inspected in (a)?

Do _wastes remain in accumulation tanks
r;for more than 90 days?

.':Is each container and tank labeled or
marked clearly with the words "Hazardous
Naste"7 :

ction D:

Are all test results and analyses
needed for hazardous waste deter-
minations retained for at least
three years? g5 49

“rtion K

Has the dinstallation imported or
exported Hazardous Waste? = 262.50

A1f answered Yes, complete the following
as applicable.)

e,
T2,
LA

Exporting Hazardous waste,

has a
Uﬁnnratqr;

e

GN-2
U e

Optlon 8 restricts all. accumu]at1on to tanks

- INTERNATIONAL SHIPMENTS (Part 262, Subpart E)

__\Jc(hml wu‘ua«( &7
cs, ’

A HWMF may atcumu]ate hazardous
ity- [265:(b) T er" “(B)"in accordance

-

check th1s box PX[ ‘and skip.

ng observa-

on R

- RECORDKEEPING AND REPORTING (Part 262, Subpart D) .. ... iw.o

YES NO NI " Remarks

C[crm?wth 6—{
ﬁ&Lﬁ ; qequ¢\f¢nJLC#

't)uééd

_ X

O -
bt_f‘ﬂ“\ Cln S WD Em
G‘[ l'pof..

4/82-A



_ : ‘_ " RCRA Inspection Report | o
EPA Identiﬁ.c'atidn Number: .i""‘\/\\ [ (y ﬂ £ g ".L | 2 '}' Q A 2
nstaﬂat'fc;hi_ljia.me: Pa-te. C,sz( (o ' . :
" Location Adéfe#s: 3L W Moy Sl?’

City: Mz) cgati stater g 0

":"-Date of mspec;_mn' ‘Time of inspéctiph_ (from) ?9‘.-3}"“"' (to) ] ERS

Per‘sm s) i nrter»"rewed Tei ephone

(*’-,xiw}; (m} |

'f-;'I.hspec-t_o'r_(s)'.'"'i"‘ o Agency/Title " Telephome =

T PNedee Vpwme 13- 2t -l

b, e

%I nstal-latiéri Activity {mark t_jrﬂy dne'box) S R ';f_'. I-nspactidn' Form{s)

TreatmentlStorage/msposaW per 40 CFR 265. 'l and/or _ _
Generatwn and/or Transpor‘tatmn _ _ A

. %
]I Treatment{S orage/msposaﬂ (no generatwn or Trarbpomatwn) o e
1T Generatwn and Transportatmn . L ' R _ - . B, C

1T _Gener_atl_cn orﬂ_y_ -

- II “Transportation only St et i
. Cé;’“’f‘? w} F} Rt S VL\“"!!'? &}W"‘;‘j i’.b’: -{k\ ;.‘;_i-{._\ - ..Jé‘\" . g- _,i{‘ . -i‘g"l\"'i._éf‘i - Lo

e : L ' : : .
"{ b t‘-@j:—a‘{,. Mi{hg guf;.g.“»‘,.»-,)i oM .}'(H,‘.hﬁz ) ’(\q’ F“'\i""' f’-"’i!:“-- .J(; i’_é

¢ .
4 :

cefe n A e Lin Ll » o
! “ )(9,5 THTA Y 6‘&: o h;e-\_’f--!‘*il) R f’ﬁjq,&' Bl i

ke &
Wy fymaiivese s,

R ek A e SRS R



Sect10n A

o INSPECTION FORM A -
" SCOPE OF INSPECTION. - IR

. Interim status standards for treatment storage ar d15posa1 of HAZARDOUS :
~WASTES SUBJECT T0 40 CFR 265.1. Complete Inspection Form A sections B, C,

ﬂ.jD E, and G.

QAPTace an "X 1n1the'bdx(é$) correébohding-td'the*facflity?s“treatmeht,
. storage and disposal processes, and generation and/or transportation -

"'%jaCt1V|ty (1f any) Complete only the appllcable sect1ons and appendlxés._

Perm1t app11cat1ongprocess(es) (EPA Form 3510 3) Inspection Form A sectaon(s)

‘Q'E-sola

T

Other act1v1t1es

- D80

. To4

storage 1n conta1ners f':-3 f*'f--g':f';:f f;-j-If”f~

;storage 1n ta’ks

,gtreatment 1n tahks

fstorage 7n surface Tmpoundment

'l..

jtreatment in sﬁrface lmpoundment '.”u'ﬁ;éK;F;;f;:
;dlsposal 1n surface 1mpoundment :i[. ;' 3 -:'f.K;F_-”
lstorage in waste pi!g i,; f_ i'  ;} i" f;?;ﬁff L' f_ .
-disposal by 1and appTzcatlor -' ;:i;;:__: ;“;;_;iH{F7_
dxtposa1 in 1andf111 S ;,;T  ‘ X '::  N

'treatﬂent by 1nc1nerat1on ' Z,_" C ';iff“OIP o

"m_ HHAH m'm,uim ‘ﬁ

“treatment in devices other than tanks ‘surface  Q
-§1mpoundments, or 1nc1nerators S

GENERATOR f%g O e o

TRANSPORTEP e _‘._-*ffffif’ff_gfimL f}?ff]ﬁ:ffhPPENDix.ifTR’.

3.

'Ind{cate any hazardous waste pfoceéses, by process code, which have been

omitted from Part A of the facility's permit application.

Indicate any hazardous waste processes {by process'éode and line nu@ber on
EPA Form 3510-3 page 1 of 5) which appear to be eiigible for exclus]on per
40 CFR 265.1(c). Provide a brief rationale for the possible exclusion.

Ry | C {4-82R)



Section B: GENERAL FACILITY STANDARDS: (Part 265 Subpart B)
| .YES NO NI* Remarks

Has the Regional Administrator
been notified regarding 255 12

a. Rece1pt of hazardous

waste frcm a foreign source? = ' Y

b. Fac111ty ehpan51on7 o

C. Change of owner or operator? ," “af#fx

2. Genera1 waste Analys1s 265 13

a. Has the Gwner or operator obtained = 51;;'97';
. . P Torimn ., el
: a detailed chemical and physical - . RS WROJH R o e
ana1ys1s OT the waSte? _;:- B ' S tmid L@,Mﬁﬁggig,y~ com

b Does the owner or operator have e 5aﬁ"ﬁ*§zj”
~a detaited waste -analysis plan

on f1le_at the fac111tv?

) ..J:?f i [ {&*a- "1 .

N '

Cv Does the waste analysas pTan
specify procedures for inspection - ‘ _ - :
and analysis of esach movement of - . . L

hazardous waste from off—site? 3 S niym Gl

3. Secur1ty - Do secur1tj measures 1nc1ude
| (1f applicable) 265.1

| e L B A o
a. 24-H0ur surve111arue?- RSN (7 A KH%VH !

or :
b, 1. Art1f1c1al or natura?
' _ barrler around fac111ty?

-and -

~¢. Danger s1gn(s)
entrance?

WL |
{7. Control?ed éntny? i'}ff;;ﬂ_ffi;é€§; ~r-_ :~;%f¢*= i
y;f

4. Owner or operator inspections: 265.15

a. Does the owner or operator
inspect the facility for
malfunctions, deterieration,
operator errors, and dischanges
of hazardous waste that _ o
may affect human health or o ;’(
the environment? , o

*Not Inspected :
. L . B-] ‘ 4/82-A



YES NO NI . Remarks
b. Does the owner or operato} | :

have an inspection schedule
at the facility?

;

c.  If so, does the schedule address
- . the 1nspect10n of the fo]]ow1ng
items: _

= -monitoring equipmnnt?

‘gi;d;ﬁg? #%£77_.77

- 1 -safety and emergenqy equ1pment7'

iid. security dev1ces7

e operating and structuré17équip;”
2 ‘ment-(i.eu—dikes,npumps,-etc.)? '

S ’\ O

~ ¥. type of problems to be looked"
~ for during the -inspection (e.g.
Teaky fitting, defective’ pump,

ete. )2

vi. inspection frequency (based upon’
the possible deterioration rate
of the equipment)?

o

‘d. Are areas subject to spills inspect- _ _
~ed daily when in use? : e

=Y
&

e. Does the owner or operator maintain
_an inspection log or summary of
_owne‘ or operator 1nspect1ons? 55 , L////

f. Does thﬂ inspection log conta1n the
= follow1ng information:

i. the date and t1me of the 1nspect1on? S R |

ii. the name of theAinsbector7

jils & notat1on of the observations
- made?

iv. the date and nature of any P

repairs or remedial actions?

5. Do personnel training records
include: 265.16

Y a. Job titles? - .

By b. Job descriptions? : “fg

B-2 :
4/82-A



" YES N0 NI Remarks

© " . Dpescription of training? - _ e
;‘MQ%§ d. Records of training? _ : v
e. Did fac1l1ty personnel receive T _
the required training by 5-19-81? L//
f. Do new.bersonnel receive - . S A ﬁkh__feﬂgwi' wClite O aon meng
requ1red training w1th1n o S -'4, e " D
six months? i o W : SRIME

. Q. Do pe*sonne] trawn1ng records
indicate that personnel have
~taken part.in an annual rev1ew
of 1n1t1ta1 training? '

: 6. 1f requ1red are the foTlowvng spec1a1
_requirements Tor ignitable, reactive,
- or 1ncompat1b1e wastes addressnd7 265 17

'-'a.: Spec1al hand]]ng?

. b. No smoking signs?

¢.. Separation and protection
from ignition sources?

AN \ ' -f -

B-3
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have the followxng equ1pment 265 32 _ i5f

a. Internal communlcat1ons or
b Te1ephone or 2- ~way-radios

c. Portab]e f1re oxtmgmshers

Section C: PREPAREDNESS AND PREVENTION: (Par®’265 Subpart €)

Maintenance and Operation
of Facility: 265.31 - R R el ey
R YES NO NI - Remarks: . .o . 5.7
Is there dany evidence of fire, e R A
explosion, or release of
hazardous waste or hazardous
waste constltuent? '

If requared does the aa6111ty

_a]arm systems?

at the scene of 0p°rat10ns7 ;{7;;;¥5f.‘

fire control, spill control -
equipment and decontam1nat1on
eqmpment’P

: Indicate th° vo!ume of -water and/or foam ava11ab1e for f}re contro1. S

R
7

) 'Ls}h‘[t--"' ] Loomlaiy - 7 (—-—-{,"‘; ’

Testing and Maintenance of =~
Emergency Equipment:  265.33

- a. Has the owner or operator

'bf‘ Is eméraency;equipmént

~established-testing and = "
majntenance procedures Do
for emergency equipment? o a//“

_- ff':r’-: ’Lf“ }x*r{ Ae J;‘-*"J om«.

~-maintained in Operable T T
““condition? - : o

Has owner or operator provided

immediate access to internal o 'Hﬁf
alarms? {if needed) 265.34 Py

Is there adequate aisie space .-
for unobstructed nouement? ,;’
Has the owner or operatcr attempted.
~to make arrangements with Tocal

authorities in case of an enﬁrgency v///
at the fac111ty7 :
C-1

4/82-A



Section D: CQ!

NGENCY PLAN AND_EMERGENCY PRO

RES: (Part 265 Subpart D)

CYES NO NI Remarks

_poes the Contingency P?an contain the
following 1nfonnat1on 265.52

a. The act1ons facility personne]
mist take to comply with :
§265.51 and 265.56 in response -
to fires, explosions, or any

; unp]dnned release of hazardous
. waste?. (If the owner has a Spill
Prevention, Control, and Counter-
- .measures {SPCC) Plan, he needs
© only to amend that plan to -
“incorporate hazardous waste . -
. management provisions that are
- sufficient to comply with the _
 requirements of: th1s Part (asi”_
appl1cabie.) Thar '

ooh. Arrangements agreed by 10cal ‘ PR
~ - police departments, fire departments ~ ..
hosp1tals ‘contractors, and State
and local emergency resporse teams R : D SRR
to coordinate emergency serv1ces I“n‘u//' e
Pursuant to §265. 3?? s L - R

c. Names,naddresses, and phone
* numbers {office and home) of all
persons qualified to act as S
: emergenqy coord1natars?' A o b//

- d. A 11st of a11 emergency equ1pn2nt

- . at the facility which includes the o
Tocation and physical description = - S
.of each-item on the list and a :"-bf/f
brief outline of 1ts-¢apab111ties? A

e An evacuation plan. fer facxl}ty pernlmf;~j;f7ur';'”““
. “sonnel where_there is a possibit-
ity that evacuation could be neces~ -

sary? (This plan must describe

signal(s) to be used to begin evacua- ‘

tion, evacuation routes, and alternate b/f

evacuation routes?)

2. Are copies of the Contingency Plan
available at the site and Tocal 4
emergency organizations? 265.53 '

Rt e
4/82-A_
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YES KO NI Remarks_

gmergency Coordinator  265.55

a. Is the fatiljty Emefgenéy' - S §/;
Coordinator 1dent1f1ed? ' :

b. 1Is coordinator familiar with o
© . all aspects of site operation. Uf

and emergency procedures?

C. Dpeﬁ-fhe Emergency Cdbrdinator' u
have the authority to carry out ;:Jf
the Contxngency P]an? o ' '

'4.- Emergency Procedure; 265 56

) If an emergenqy sxtuat:on has occurred'751'
at this facility, has the Emergency -
Coordinator -followed the emergency

__procedures,lfsted_in;255;55?;_;f; -

4/82-h



Section E:  ~?% SYSTEM, RECORDKEEPING, AND RV : (Part 265 Subpart E)
| YES NO NI E
:** f_ Use of Manifest System. 265.71" - |
7 A%é a. Does the facility fallow the ' ' - : Céh?_ﬁ Dor. »35 sriep)T

procedures listed in §265.71 for

. - *\';’, B~ gah, u%_,t,.
processing each manifzast? v {

(Particularly sending a copy of
the signed manifest back to the
generator within 30 days after .
de11very ) )

b. 'Are records of past sh1pments L
retaxned for 3 years7 e

¥* 2. Does the owner or operator meet . . -
: requ1renents regarding: manifest . _l~
-d1screpanc1es? - 255 72 '

kel Not appl1cab1e—to owners or- ope"ators
of on-site facilities thet do not R
receive any. wabte ‘rom off site: sources.._“n; ={

3. Dperating Reccrd 265 73 _f'”r

a. Does the owner or operafor
maintain-an operat1ng
record as requ1red in -
265. 73?_;-_; R o

'3b.. Does the operatxng recard
contain the fo]1ow1ng
' 1nformat1on

i. The method(s) ‘and date(s) TR
- of each waste's treatment, ~ U S - N
‘storage, or disposal as g : Ldﬁ'

required in 40 CFR Part 265
Append1x 1?2

- each hazardous waste w1th1n the i N T o

facility? {This information

should be cross-referenced

to specific manifest number,

if waste was accompanied by b/)/’
by a manifest.) o .

***{1i{, A map or d1agram of each
~cell or disposal area

“*%% gnly applies to diéposaf - o S 4/82-A
facilities




YES MO E o (e

showing the location and
quantity of each hazardous
waste? (This information
should be cross-referenced

to specific manifest o L '__'f“”; _. S
number, if waste was R R ce {
accompanied by a manifest.) L R Yoo Conmfz-

iv. Records and results of all
.. waste analyses, trial tests,
monitoring data “and operator L e e - ST
1nspect10ns? 5 e ST V4 S 4~ Y

V. Reports deta111ng all
. incidents that required
- impYementation-of the
'=nC0nt1ngenqy P]an?

vi. AT cTosure and post closure B : S
 costa as’ app1vcable7

4. AVallab111ty of Records gi """ 265 74

Are all facn]xty records requ1red

" under 40 CFR Part 263 u,vana!:ﬂe for if )
1nspectxon7_t A _

5. **Unman1fested Waste Reperts .255-76 R S S
¥ a. Has the eac111tj accepted any R
~ . hazardous waste Trom an off-site =~ - =
~ generator subject to 40 CFR 262.20
without a manifest or or sh1pp1ng
paper? ' ‘

b. If “a" is yes, prov1de the 1dent1ty
of the source of the waste and a
description of the quantity, type,

- and date received for each upmani-~ . ... oo
-~ fested hazardous waste shipment. =~ . 7

. **  Not applicable to owners or operators Uf on—51tefhc111txes that do not receive
any hazardous from off-site sources.

E-2 . 482



Section 1 - USE AND MANGEMENT OF CONTAINERS (Parf.Z65, Subpart I}

YES NG Remarks
5  .i. Are containers in good condition? "2§5.171 '\’ff
| A%§. Are containers compatible with waste _ nf// h
F in them? 265,172 ' ' '
3. Are c0nta1ners managed to prevent 1eaks? . _b// o .
. 265.173 _ u// e
4. Are contaxners stored closed? 7 o T s
5" Are containers 1nspected weekly for leaks ;};f-'
.. and defects.:_' N . v
'6; Are 1gn1tabie and react1ve wastes stored 255 178 T
- at least 15 meters (50 feet) from the -7 77 -
S fac111ty property line? (Indicate if - ;?r e - ' .
" waste is- 1gn1tab1e or” react1ve) R AYS &uuﬁx aal, -
‘1,7.;'Are 1ncomnat1b1e ﬂastes stcred in sepa- - ﬂ‘H  T ST = ,
7 rate containers? (If not, the provisions . ./ S A L Loyl
Of 40 CFq 26'\ 17(b) app]y) 265 177 Lf. T JCYI{“H“":-” f AR -i‘-“i_‘ :?"“‘-1_

8... Are contaIners of lncompatible waste -
. separated or protected from each other - :
by physaca1 barr?ers or. suff1c1ent IR

‘{"dwstance? : _ o S

T
&
o
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~ Appendix GN

f;?iSeetlon A: Scope

1.

_ section_B MANIFEST REQUIREMENTS (Part 262, Subpart B)

)
(2)

(@)

e_ed.'fﬂame address, ‘and EPA ID -

(4)

- copies of, or record information from, mani-

Compiete this Appendix 1f the owner or operator of a TSD fac111ty a]so generates
hazardous waste that is subsequently sh1pped of f- s1te for treatment, storage,
or disposal. o : P

CYES MO NI ¥ Remarks

Does the operator have cop1es of the man1fest "';?y// -
available .or review? 262. 40 S S

L‘xarmm- man1fests for sh1pments in past 6
months. = Indicate approximate number of

manlfested sh1pnents dur1ng that period._ ifgz "f:: -

Do the man1fest forms- examlned contain the
following information: :(If possible; make

fest(s) that do not’ conta1n the Cr1t1ca1 =
e]ements) 2.21 i

a.g:Man1fest document number?' A

b.eiName ma111n3 address te1ephone
- .number, and EPA ID number qf

ﬂijenerator ‘ : L7 *
c. Name and EPA D‘Number.of' S
,._TranSporter(s}? T

“Number Des1gnated permitted = - Lo ;)/7 -
L

."; facility and alternate facility?

" e. The description of the waste(s)

(DOT shipping name, DOT hazard = -/
class, DOT identification number)? '

f." The total quantity of waste(s) and =~
"7 the type and number of, _containers._ ... .
1oaded7 ST o _VVZt,ﬂneL“

v

g. Required certification?

h. Required signatures? v

Reportable exceptions - 262.42

a. For manifests examined in (2) (except for shipments within the last 35 days),
enter the number of manifests for which the generator has NOT received a
signed copy from the d°s1gnated facility within 35 days of the date of sh1p-
ment. Pt t

b. For manifests indicated in (4a), enter the number for which the generator
has submitted exception reports {40 CFR 262.42) to the Reg1ona1 Adm.n1stra~
tor. P
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"'séeéégg-c. PRE-TRANSPORT REQUSREMERTS (Part 262, Subpart €} —
- Ll % i

1. 'Is waste packaged in accordaace
- with DOT regulations? : I
. (Required prior to movement of , L
%% nazardous waste of f-site) 262.30 L ﬁ/f/

RSP AN - YES NO NI Remarks

2. Are waste packages marked and labeled
in accordance with DOT regulations
concerning hazardous waste materials? - ' o
(Required for movement of hazardous "
waste off-site} 262,31 262,32 - - Lff/{

3. I requifed,'ére p1acafds'avai1ab1e to - : ' ' .
transpnrtersfof hazardous waste? 2g2.33 ,//

4. On-site accumulation of generated hazardous wastes. A HWMF may accumulate hazardous
. waste it generates either (A) in its storage facility [265.1{b}] or (B) in accordance -
 with 40 CFR 262.34 [see 265.1{c)(7)]. Option B restricts all accumulation to tanks
and containers. If the installation elects option A, check this'box]::‘and skip
to Section D. If the instaliation elects cption B, complete the following observa-

~ tions:  See 40 CFR 262.34 January 11, 1982 Revisicn

“a. Is each'container clearly marked '
with the start of accumuiation - : fg’/

" b. Have more than 90 days elapsed since 7 3
" the date ‘inspected in {a)? - - ¥

c. Do wastes vemain in accumulation tarks
for more. than 90 days? ) SR . LEy

d. Is each container and tank labeled or
- marked clearly with the words “Hazardous _ ,/”/{
S TR S !

Waste"? -~

Section D: - RECORDKEEPING AND REPORTING (Part 262, Subpart D)

' T T e e "YES NO -~ NI - Remarks
— Y Are -all:test results and analyses. ... ... - S
needed for hazardous waste deter- =~ -
minations retained for at least Vk//
three years? 959 ag o

Section E: - INTERNATIUNAL SHIPMENTS (Part 262, Subpart E)
1. Has the installation imported or 5/////(i
exported Hazardous Waste?  262.50 _

(1f answered Yes, complete the following
as app]icab]g.)

a. Exporting Hazardous waste; has a
generator:

GN-2 4/82-A

T IR B R A T Y TR I R e 17

s e A T T4 e O SO R A T R L TR B 2 T o O AT



















—

JUNI
FLAVIARLF

| Hasi

FLANM

JUNK
FILAMA



















AN
A L]
P 2

s
i L
vy

Vil ,.(l'[

_j il
i)




Staff Report

Occidental Chemical Corporation
Parker Surface Treatment Products Division
322 Main Street
Morenci, Michigan

Linda Koivuniemi, DNR Air Quality Division, conducted a RCRA
inspection at Occidental Chemical in Morenci on May 14, 1982. There were
numerous violations of the RCRA regulations surfaced as a result of that in
inspection. Linda noted that the storage area was generally in poor
condition with what appeared to be chemical residues on-the ground surface,
leaky drums and indications of overland runoff from the storage area to
Bean Creek on the west property line of the company. As as-result of
these observations, Linda contacted the District I Water Quality Division
office on May 17, 1982 and dicussed the potential groundwater and surface
water problems associated with the site with the writer. We agreed to
meet at Occidental Chemical on May 18, 1982 so that I could evaluate the
situation with regard to potential groundwater and/or surface water con-
tamination and possible violations of Act 245, P.A. 1929, as amended.

May 18, 1982

I met with Linda and she furnished me with a copy of the company's
Part A RCRA application and reviewed her observations of May 1L, 1982.
Linda and I then went to Occidental Chemical and met with Mssrs. Richard
Fredrick and Richard Speed and advised them that Linda was doing a follow-
up/continuation regarding the RCRA inspection and that I would be inspect-
ing the site relative to possible Act 245 violations. We requested, and
received, permission to inspect the drum storage areas, take pictures and
possibly collect some samples off the ground in the storage areas. Permis-
sion was granted verbally by Mr. John Kashner, Manager-Manufacturing,
Occidental Chemical. ‘

All the drum storage areas were undiked and four of the six areas
were on stone or unprotected earth. With reference to the attached site
drawing (attachment I), the storage areas are described below:

1 - Located at the northwest corner of the manufacturing building
on a crushed stone base. This area contained an estimated
200 drums + 5%. Approximately 10% of the drums were damaged
but there were only minimal indications of any leakage onto
the ground. At least one drum had the outer metal completely
rusted out and the remaining "drum" was empty. '

2 - This area is located just north of the new drum storage bmilding
on a concrete pad. The pad was covered with "dirt" and leaves.
There were approximately 1536 drums + 5%, of which about 25%
appeared to be damaged and/or leaking. Several drums had
chemicals on the outside indicating leaks from the drums. There
was "oilly" residue soaked into the leaves and dirt on the pad
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and indications along the fence line that some minor runoff
might have occurred to Bean Creek. The drum stacks were
haphazard and disorganized with some of the top drums falling
over against adjacent stacks. There was liquid on the ground
inside the drum stacks but there was no way to get into the area.

3 - The fence on the north side of the plant driveway bisected a
group of waste drums referred to as area 3. These drums were
stacked on crushed stone and there were several discolored
areas indicating leakage from the drums. There was an estimated
400 drums * 20% in this area with about 40% of the drums opened,
damaged or leaking.

4 — This area was inside the warehouse on the east side of the
property near the shipping/receiving area. No estimate of the
number of drums was made at this location.

5 - This area was north of location #2 and contained approximately
twelve drums of waste materials. In addition there were several
"empty" drums stacked on their sides to the east of the waste
drums. These drums had contained chromic acid and residual
pools of brownish liquid from the rinsing operations were
collected in the drum grooves. At least two of the waste drums
had no tops and there was no concrete pad under any of the drums.
The drums were resting on bare ground. This area was not identi-
fied in the RCRA Part A form.,

6 - This area located just south of the new storage building was not
identified on the RCRA Part A either. The estimated 15 waste
containing drums were stacked next to some empty drums on the
concrete.

The total estimated drum inventory on hand on May 18, 1982 was as
follows:

Area 1 - 200 1t 5%
Area 2 - 1536 ¥ 5%
Area 3 - 400 ¥ 20%
Area 4 - not estimated
Area 5 - 12
Area 6 - 15

- 2163

Total drums

Note: The ¥ range on the estimate is to compensate for interior voids in the
drum stacks and irregular stacking.

Following our inspection of the drum storage areas, Linda and I met
with Mssrs. Fredrick and Speed and we discussed various aspects of RCRA and
Act 245 regulations. I told the company respresentatives that the storage



areas had to be cleaned up and that it would preobably be reguired that they
" conduct a hydrogeological investigation at the site to determine if any
groundwater contamination had occurred at the site. This advisory was
based on the drum storage area conditions and on the past practices the
company was using to drain their tank truck loading hoses.

The outside loading area for tank truck shipments is located in about
the middle of the west side of the manufacturing building. For at least
the last 10 years the company has been draining and rinsing delivery hoses
into a stainless steel drum sunk partially into the ground. Reportedly, the
bottom had been cut out of the drum and the drum then filled with crushed
stone. The waste material being discharged to the drum would have contained
primarily chrome, nickel and zinc phosphate compounds. I advised the com-
pany that this practice was illegal and that they should cease the operation
immediately.

In our discussion with Mssrs. Fredrick and Speed, I found out that
the drums were primarily "product no longer usable" that had been returned
to Occidental by their customers. The drums in the yard, which they con-
tented were T 900 in number, had been accumulated reportedly since April
asEl The company had a contract with Chemical Waste Management in
Axazuma and would be shipping the drums out after characterisation was
completed. Monies had already been allocated and the lab work was
reportedly done. The company expected to ship the first load out May
26, 1982 and be completed with the removal by the end of June 1982.

The company was characterising the materials in the drums by company
drum code. The code is a nine digit number; the first of which is the
last number of the year the product was manufactured, the second is the
plant area in which the product was manufactured, and the last four, the
product batch number. The company was not sampling each drum but would
randomly select single drums of the same code number to analyse. They
were not running complete analysis on the drum samples but were analy81ng
for characteristies, i.e., percent phosphate, that should have been in
that product code number., If the analyses was within acceptable analytical
error, they were assuming no other material had been introduced into the drum.
The company, in reality, had no way of knowing if the drums had been tampered
with or what was in the drums when they accepted receipt of them and put
them in the storage yard. Many of the drums were so badly rusted that no
product code or company name could be found.

In the future the company intends to store returned product in a
"quarantine area" in building H. The drums will remain in this inside

' storage area until they are analysed and the company decides whether to

return them to "stock", rework the material into a different product, or
dispose of the drum contents as a waste. Waste drums will be stored in

the new storage building with a maximum inventory of 80 drums.



After our discussion with Mssrs, Fredrick and Speed, Linda and I
went back out to the storage area to take pictures and collect samples.
I collected three samples in the storage area. These samples were col-
lected by scrapping the ground surface and depositing the material into
a clean glass jar. The samples were transferred to the Environmental
Services Division Laboratory on May 19, 1982. Custody was maintained
on all samples. The sample locations and results were as follows:

Cyanide Cadmium Chromium  Copper

Sample # Location mg/kg mg/kg Mg/kg - Mg/kg
1 Northwest area of area #2 - 3 4,700 100
2 Southeast area of area #2 - k2 2,500 140
3 Southcenter area of area #3 NAV k2 37 190
Nickel Lead Zinc 0il and Grease
(Mg/kg) (Mg/kg) (Mg/kg) (Mg/kg)
1 67 100 3800 _ 30,000
2 170 17¢ 4800 54,000
-3 30 14 170 1,300
s, .
jﬁ PCB (A-1242) PCB (A-1254) PCB (A-1260)
(ug/kg) (ug/kg) (ug/kg)
1 19,000 k2000 k2000
2 2,500,000 k2000 k2000

3 6,500 k2000 k2000

Note: k means "less than"
NAV means "requested analysis not available"

May 27, 1982

I returned to Occidental Chemical on May 27, 1982 with Linda. The
purpose of the visit was to collect some "random" drum samples from the
storage are as we were not equipped with the necessary materials for drum
sampling during our May 18, 1982 inspection., We met with Mssrs. Kashner
and Fredrick again and also with Mr. Lee Huffaker. Samples were collected
from four drums and transferred to Linda for transmittal to the ESD
laboratory. Custody was maintained on all samples. I collected duplicate
samples for the company at the same time. The locations and analytical
results for the four samples were as follows:

Sample #1 - This sample was collected from a 55 gallon drum marked "Junk
Solvent" located in storage area number 2. The dark colored
liquid was too *"thin" to collect in a sampling tube, so I
lowered a small bottle into the drum and transferred the sample




]

Sample #2 -

Sample #3 -

- Sample #4 -

_5_

to a clean glass container. The liquid had a "solvent" type
odor and Mr. Huffaker indicated that it probably contained

waste solvent used by Occidental. Analysis of the sample
showed:

Flash point - less than 70° F
pH - 3

The material was characterised by the ESD laboratory as being
a "mixture including ethyl benzene and xylenes":

A highly corrosive red liquid was sampled from a 55 gallon drum
located in area number 2, The liquid surface etched the metal
tube, presumably aluminum, that we were using to collect the
sample. The sample was collected in a polyethylene bottle
supplied by Occidental Chemical due to their concern for pos-
sible presence of hydroflouric acid. The drum, labled 615473,
was identified by the company as PARCO cleaner. Analysis of
the sample showed:

pE - 1

A sample was collected from a 55 gallon drum in area number 3
labled Ethylamine 70%. The sample had a strong ammonia odor
despite the fact that Mr. Fredrick had opened the drum in

April 1982 to relieve pressure build-up in the drum. The sample
was collected using a metal tube and deposited in a Occidental

Chemical supplied polyethylene bottle. Analysis of the sample
showed :

Flash point - less than 40° F
pH - 14

The material was characterised by the ESD laboratory as con-
tairning a trace of xylene.

A 55 gallon drum covered with a wax like substance on the outside
was located in area number 3. A sample of the brown-yellow
visecous liquid was collected using a metal sample tube and
deposited in a clean glass bottle. Analysis of the sample
showed:

Flash point - approximately 190° F
pH - 3

ESD laboratory characterisation of the sample indicated the

presence of tol¥ene, ethylbenzene and xylene. Analysis for
PCB showed:

A-1242 - less than 4000 ug/l
A-1254 - less than 2000 ng/l
A-1260 - less than 2000 aug/l



T,
B
_T"L‘_',

s

Arter we collected the drum samples we met with Mssrs. Kashner, Fredrick
and Huffaker to discuss additional RCRA information that Linda needed.
During our disucussion, Lee Huffaker indicated that he felt some of the
stored material would not have needed to be manifested under RCRA because

it had been returned prior to November 19, 1980 when RCRA regulations
took affect.

June 22, 1982

Linda and I met with Dick Fredrick, Lee Huffaker and John Kashner
to discuss the PCB results obtained in our May 18, 1982 samples, collect
additional RCRA information and inspect the storage area that Linda dis-
coveéred during her June 15, 1982 inspection.

Linda once again requested a copy of Occidental's operating record
under RCRA., The company indicated they were still working on putting the
information together. The record would not be done until all materials
were shipped out to Chemical Waste Management. Linda then requested
copies of all the waste characterisation Reports being compiled for
Chemical Waste Management. The company responded by stating that about
80 drums had not been characterised yet because they could not get any
markings off the drums but that samples from these drums had been shipped
to the company's lab fo: analysis the previous week.

The company stated that the new storage area Linda had discovered
behind the empty stainless steel drums in area 6, contained sample bottles
from lab samples that sumeone had deposited in the area contrary to
established procedures and two drums of liquid that no one knew anything
about. The remaining drums containea "bag house" dust from the air
scrubbers at the plant. '

Linda and I inspected the expanded number 6 storage area. Several
attempts were made to penetrate through to the waste area in question with-
out success. We finally gained access by going along the south side of the
new storage building and pushing the west property line fence back and
squeezing between the fence and the drums to gain access to the west por-
tion of area 6. ‘ '

The area was generally a mess with deteriorated fibre paks of
"bag house" dust having lost their contents all over the concrete pad:

-There were sevesal open top drums of plastic bottles that Mssrs.

Fredrick and Huffaker said were discarded lab sample bottles. When

we entered the area, I could hear a hissing sound from one of the barrels.
Two fibre pak type barrels with plastic liners had fallen over and the
outside shell was deteriorated. Leakage from one of the fibre pak barrels
had eaten through the wooden pallet it was resting on and had partially
dissolved the cement at the edge of the pallet. There were definite dark
colored stains leading from the storage area, under the fence and toward
Bean Creek. At least two open top barrels contained rusted, disintegrated
aerosol cans once containing material similar to WD-u40.
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Ground surface samples were collected from locations in this area
as follows:

Sample #1 - Southwest of gate along west fence line--just east of fence

Sample #2 - 0illy area outside fence line about 10 feet southwest of

sample #1

Sample #3 - Greenish colored runoff area inside fence about 10 feet
southwest of sample #2

Sample ff4 - Greenish yellow stained material below fallen over fibre
pak. This area would have runoff tributary to sample site
#3. TFibre pak with label still on it next to sample loca-
tion indicated "corrosive" and contained brownish colored
liquid

Analysis of the above samples showed the following:

Parameter #1 #2 #3 fi
0il and grease (mg/kg) 68,000 37,000 18,000 2,300
PCE  A-1242 (ug/kg) k200 k200 k200 k200
A-1254 (ug/kg) k200 k200 k200 k200
A-1260 (ug/kg) k200 k200 k200 k200
Cadmium (Mg/kg) 5 7 6 3
Chromium (Mg/kg) 640 1,000 14,000 36,000
Copper (Mg/kg) 1,100 2,300 2,100 400
Nickel (Mg/kg) 31 250 61 280
Lead (Mg/kg) 310 330 290 220
Zinc (Mg/kg) 11,000 57,000 12,000 3,600

Note: k means less than

Since the fibre pak barrels and the stainless steel drum marked
"nitric acid", source of earlier noted hissing sound, could not be
safely sampled during our inspection, the company was requested to
collect samples for us once the barrels were in recovery drums and the
"nitric acid" drum was depressurised.

Mssrs. Kashner, Fredrick and Huffaker were instructed that this
"new" storage area must be cleaned up immediately. They were also told
that any outside storage of raw materials or wastes must be curbed and/or
diked and must be on an impervious pad.

We asked Mssrs. Kashner, Fredrick and Huffaker about storage or use
of PCB's on the Occidental property. They emphatically denied the presence
of any PCB in either hydraulic or electrical systems and stated that the
systems had been tested and showed no detectable PCB. We then informed
them of the PCB analysis from our May 18, 1982 samples. After some dis-
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cussion, the company personnel reluctently agreed that someone could have
returned a drum to them that contained other than their product and that

in reality they had no way of knowing what was in all the drums in the
storage area.

I told the company that we wanted them to do a study of the sediments
and water in Bean Creek above &nd below their facility for organics,
phosphates and metals and a hydrogeological study to determine groundwater
quality and flow direction. The study plan was to be internally discussed
with Occidental's corporate environmental personnel during a planned July
12-13, 1982 environmental audit with a letter being sent to us by July 23,
1982 committing to the study and giving us a date for a plan submittal.

The south storage area (#6) that we had sampled was to be completely cleaned
up by July 16, 1982.

Mr. Richard Speed from Occidental subsequently contacted the writer
by telephone on June 24, 1982 and advised me that the environmental audit
had been delayea until July 19-20, 1982. We agreed therefore, to meet
with personnel from the Morenci facility and Occidental corporate staff
on July,9, 1982 to discuss the requested studies. This agreement and our

- study requirements were confirmed by letter of June 29, 1982 from the

District I office.

July 9, 1982

Linda Koivuniemi and I met with the following personnel from Occidental
Chemical Corporation on this date:

John Kashner, Plant Manager, Morenci

Richard Speed, Environmental Engineer, Morenci

Mike McLain, Project Engineer, Morenci

Robert Schuttler, Director, Environmental Health and Safety,
Niagra  Falls, N.Y.

Neither Lee Huffaker, Chemist, or Richard Fredrick, Production Superintendent,
for Morenci were in attendance at this meeting.

Several items were discussed during our meeting. A summary of each
major item follows:

PCB Sources - We verified with the company where we collected our
May 18, 1982 samples.

The company is still unaware of any possible PCB sources on the site.
Mr. Schuttler indicated that Occidental had collected a composite

core of about the first six inches of soil depth in roughly the same
area we collected our surface sample and found no detectable PCB. I
‘stated that I did not see how this negated our data at all since their
sample was from a different location and a vertical soil composite,
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whereas our sample was scrappings of the organic layer on top of the
concrete pad.

Site Clean up - The number six storage area clean up was completed
by June 28, 1982. All on-site waste drums from all storage areas
have now been either moved to inside storage or shipped off-site

to Chemical Waste Management. The company has manifested 1300 drums
for disposal. Of these, the company stated 400 to 500 drums were
waste and the rest were bag house dust.

Company officials now indicate that the drum storage existed for about
18 months, placing the start of accumulation.around January 1981.
This is the third variation of an accumulation start date that the
company has indicated.

The company agreed that a secure method of determining if a returned
drum had been opened was necessary. They are working on devising a
drum seal method for future shipments.

Bulk loading facility - The only materials that were bulk loaded
into tank trucks were Bonderites. These materials would have
contained metallic phosphate compounds. The hose drainage and
wash out water from the bulk loading operation is the material
discharged into the ground through the previously described stain-
less steel drum at the loading facility.

On-site organics would have been contalned in various solvents and
Bonderlub compoundings.

Hydrogeological and Bean Creek Studies - Although Mr. Kashner has
implied all along that the Morenci plant supported our request for a
groundwater study, Mr. Schuttler indicated that he did not feel that
such a study was absolutely necessary. We showed him the pictures
taken of the site and explained our concern relative to the leaky
drums and the bulk lecading facilities. Mr. Schuttler indicated he
would reevaluate the need for a hydrogeological study and respond
to us by August 4, 1982 as to the company position regarding this
study.

Mr. Schuttler was concerned about the validity of sediment samples
and interpretation of any resulting data from the requested Bean

‘Creek study. He indicated that Occidental had been involved in

similar requests at other facilities and the merit of the study

was always questionable when it was completed. I volunteered that
our Biology Section had been involved in numerous creek sediment
studies and never seemed to have a problem collecting the samples

or interpreting the resultant data. Finally, I volunteered that

we would do the creek study and the company could do the groundwater
study.
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Linda requested the samples that the company saved for us from the fibre
paks and stainless steel drum from area 6 (ref. June 22, 1982 inspection).
The samples could not be located but the drum and fibre paks were still
on-site. Linda accompanied Mr. Speed while company personnel collected
new samples for us. The samples were transferred to the writer and were
transported to the Environmental Services lLaboratory for analysis. Custody

was maintained on the samples. Sample locations and analytical results
were as follows: '

Sample XX1 - brownish yellow liquid from 3/4 full fibre pak drum

Sample XX2 - brownish yellow liquid residue from second fibre pak drum that
had been in area 6 S

Sample XX3 - liguid contained in drum marked "nitric acig"

Parameter #1 #2 #3

Total Flouride (mg/l) 7,000 5,200 1.7
pH {run w/pH paper) 0.1 0.1 0.1
Cadmium (ug/1) k20 k20 60
Chromium (ug/1) 21,000,000 21,000,000 9,000
Copper (ug/l) 21,000 14,000 1,700
Nickel (ug/l) 270 190 730
Lead (ug/l) 75 k50 190
Zinc {ug/l) 720 1,300 3,000
PCB (ug/l) A-1242 k5,000 k5,000 k5,000
A-1254 k2,000 k2,000 - k2,000
A-1260 ' k2,000 k2,000 k2,000
Scan 1 (Purgeable Halocarbons) - ——— NOS
Scan 2 (Purgeable Aromatic Hydro-  --- , —— NOS
 carbons) S
Scan 4 (PCB and Organochlorine U u U
Pesticides)

Note: k means less than
U means undetected
NOS means "No sample received suitable for analysis requested”

In addition to the liquid samples, a sample of "bag house dust" was
collected to verify its contents. The company stated the material should
contain sodium metamilicate, sodium phosphate compounds, soda ash and
possibly caustic. Analysis of the sample showed the following:

Total phosphate (mg/kg) - 120,000 NA
Silicate (leach)(mg/kg) - 13,000 NA
Cadmium (mg/kg) - k2
Chromium (mg/kg) - k5




)
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Copper (mg/kg) - 1,800
Nickel (mg/kg) - 1,600
Lead (mg/kg) - 23
Zine (mg/kg) 36

Note: k means less than
NA means "analytical method has not yet been approved by laboratory"

July 27, 1982

Jack Wuycheck and Dennis Swanson from the Biology Section met the writer
in Morenci to do a stream study in Bean Creek. Sediment and water samples
were collected upstream and downstream of Occidental Chemical. A report
pertaining to this study is being complied by Jack Wuycheck.

While we were doing the study we noted two discharges from Occidental
to the river and two sewage discharges from the Morenci system were noted.
The north (upstream) discharge from Occidental changed colors several times
while we observed it and collected samples. Color variations were grey,
white, brownish and purple at various times.

After we collected our stream samples, we proceeded to Occidental
Chemical and contacted Mssrs. Kashner and Fredrick about the discharge. We
described the location where the pipe was entering the river and neither Mr.
Kashner or Mr. Fredrick had any idea what the source could be. They were
invited to go out and look at the discharge and we left the office and pro-
ceeded toward the creek. On the way, Mr. Fredrick disappeared to get a key
for the gate that they forgot had to be opened. He joined us shortly after-
ward with a maintenance man with a drawing of part of the sewer system serving
Occidental (see attachmentII). Although the drawing is no longer accurate
relative to buildings shown and it is not to scale, it did show that the sewer
system could by-pass to the Creek. We located IMH #106, opened the cover and
discovered that the system was overflowing. The company then contacted
Morenci DPW to have someone come out and stop the by-pass.

While we were waiting we pulled the adjoining cover and found the

"pegulator" chamber. The sewer system serving Occidental is part of the
Village system, which is a combined sewer system. This particular "regu-
lator" consisted of a slide-gate at the outfall end of the chamber with a
two section low head dam/backwater gate arrangement on the west side of the
chamber. We found a long metal pipe on the company property and tried to
push the backwater gates shut but they would not stay closed. I noted that
water was flowing through the slide-gate opening along only about 25% of
the base. I stuck the pipe down along the gate base to see if it was
blocked and dislodged a considerable amount of greyish colored sludge from

e in front of the gate. The flow immediately filled the whole gate base and

S¥ the by-pass to the Creek stopped. Sludge similar in physical characteris-
tics to that found in the gate chamber had also been noted previously at
the outfall to Bean Creek.
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Company personnel indicated that Morenci personnel routinely check
the by-pass structures in the system following a heavy rainstorm. This
was confirmed by the DPW person responding to the company's earlier tele-
phone call. However, this by-pass and the two other by-passes on the same
sewer system noted earlier, indicate that the Village surveillance, and
company surveillance, of the sewer system may leave something to be desired
since it had not rained for a couple weeks. During my discussion with Mr.
Kashner, he indicated that Mr. Schuttler had contacted him and needed some
more time prior to our previously proposed August 4, 1982 meeting. We
agreed to wait until the report was available on our Bean Creek study,
about 3-4 weeks, before meeting again.

Conclusions

1. The materials stored in the drum storage areas at Occidental
Chemical Corporation in Morenci were in full or in part an
"other waste material™ as defined in section 261.2(b) of the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA).

2. The materials stored in the drum storage areas at Occidental
Chemical Corporation in Morenci were in full or in part a
"hazardous waste" based on the following:

a. Ignitability (ref. 261.21(a)(1l)) - The flash point of drum
samples #1 and #3 collected on May 27, 1982 were less than
70°F and less than 40°F respectively. Any liquid waste with
a flash point less than 140°F is considered ignitable.

b. Corrosivity (ref. 261.22(a)(1l)) - The regulations state that
an aqueous solution that has a pH less than or equal to 2 or
greater than or equal to 12.5 is considered to be corrosive.
Drum samples #2 and #3 collected on May 27, 1982 showed a
PH of 1 and 14 respectively. The pH of all three drum samples
collected on July 9, 1982 was indicated as 0.l.

¢. Listed waste under Subpart D (ref., 261.31) - Sample #1 and #3
from May 27, 1982 showed a "mixture including ethyl benzene
and xylenes" and a trace of xylene respectively. Both xylene
and ethylbenzene are listed under F003 in section 261.31.

3. The surface samples collected in storage area #2, #3 and #6 on
May 18, 1982 and June 22, 1982 coupled with our wvisual obser-
vations of the storage areas show that the company allowed the
discharge of materials from the stored drums onto the ground
surface, contrary to the provisions of the RCRA regulations and
section 6(a) of Act 245, P.A.1929, as amended, in that there was
no designed protection afforded to the groundwaters or surface
waters of the state that would preclude runoff from these storage
areas from contributing a substance which is or may become injurious

to the beneficial uses and/or aquatic environment associated with
those waters.
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4. OQOur observations of the bulk loading facilities and the company
reperted practice of draining hoses into the ground via the
previously mentioned stainless steel drum indicate that Occidental
Chemical Corporation is in violation of section 6(a) of Act 245,
P.A, 1929, as amended and also section 7(1) of Act 2u5, P.A. 1929,
as amended, in that the company does not have a valid permit for
this discharge.

5. Occidental Chemical Corporation is in violation of Part 5 of the
General Rules of the Water Resources Commission in that they were
storing materials contained on the Critical Materials Register
without adquate emergency containment (R323.1158) and. the company
did not have a Pollution Incident Prevention Plan addressing these
materials (R323.1162). '

Field Work by: Linda Koivuniemi
Roy Schrameck

Report by: Roy Schrameck
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Copies: USEPa (2) | :
Lyle Rowell - DNR Environmental Enforcement Division
John Bohunsky - DNR Water Quality Division
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